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Also, a bill (H. R. 7G65) granting an increase of pension to 
Ben vnn Steinburg; to the Committee on I nvalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7566) granting an increase of pension to 
Oliler 1\f. Evans; to the Committee on Invalid Pensio~s. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7567) granting an increase of pension to 
John M. Duncan; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7568) granting an increase of pension to 
William Ellis; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Al o, a bill (H. R. 7569) granting an increase of pension to 
Cornelia S. Greenwood; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7570) granting an increase of pension to 
l\fary Anna Yohum; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, u bill ( H. R. 7571) granting an increase of pension to 
Lee Henning ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

.Also, a bill (H. R. 7572) granting a pension to Virginia Dick
inson; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7573) grantjng a pension to Emma E. 
Stacey; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a lill (H. R. 7574) granting a pension to Bert E . Lock
wood; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill ( H. R. 7575) granting a pension t:> Annie Twiggs; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7576) granting a pension to Addie M. Mun
roe; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7577) granting a pension to Belle S. Gould; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7578) granting a pension to Carrie Record; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill ( H . R. 7579) granting a pension to Lucy Cole
man ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. ROUSE: A bill (H. R. 7580) granting an increase of 
pension to 1\Iartha York; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RUSSELL : A bill (H. R. 7581) granting an increase 
of pension to Benjamin L. Sheppard; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7562) granting an increase of pension to 
Ilenton Braden; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Ily 1\Ir. STEPHE -rs of Texas: A bill (H. R. 7583) granting 
a pension to Tela K. Jones; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. WILSON of Florida: A bill (H. R. 7584) to relinquish 
and quitclaim to L. J. Anderson, of Pensacola, Fla., his heirs 
and assigns, and Eva M. Anderson, of Pensacola, Fla., her heirs 
and assigns, respecti'rely, all right, title, interest, and claim of 
the United States in, to, and on certain properties in the city 
of Pensacolu, Escambia County, Fla. ; to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 

By Mr. WINSLOW : A. bill (H. R. 7585) for the relief of 
Ge.orge E. Mansfield; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 75S6) granting a pension to James A. 
Gaffney ; to the Commitee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7587) granting a pension to Julia Ward; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7588) granting a pension to Joshua H . 
BracJrett; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill ( H. R. 7589) granting a pension to Clarence E. 
Cook; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7590) granting a pension to Kate B. 
Wheeler; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (Il. R. 7591) gi·anting an increase of pensien to 
Charles A. Barlow; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

PETITIONS, ETC. 
Under clause 1 of Rule X:XII, petitions and papers were laid 

on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows : 

racks without requiring the paving of the roadway · to the Com-
ipittee on Military Affairs. ' 
. Also, petition of the South Bend Commercial Club of Wash
mgton, favoring the fortification of Willapa Harbor· to the Com-
mittee on Naval Affairs. ' 

By Mr. KALANIAl~AOLE: Petition of the Japanese re idents 
of Hawaii, protesting against the removal of the duty on suO'ar · 
to the Committee on Ways and Mean . 

0 
' 

By Mr. LOBECK: Petition of the Friends of Bird Protection 
of Omaha, Nebr .. protesting against the Senate amendment fo~ 
plumage pro>-iso and fa>oring House pro>iso; to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. LONERGAN: Petition of the Association of German 
Aut?ors in America, of ~o. 1 Broadway, New York, protesting 
agamst the 15 per cent import duty on books published in for
eign languages; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. UNDERHILL: Petition of the Order of Railway Con
ductors of America, Cedar Rapids, Iowa, protesting aO'ainst the 
passage of the workmen's compensation law· to the Committee 
on the J udiciary. ' 

Also, petition of the Brotherhood of Locomotive Firemen and 
Engiuemen, of Peoria, Ill., rela.th""e to legislation to extend the 
authority of the locomotive boiler inspection division of the 
Interstate Commerce Commission; to the Committee on Inter
state and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Inventors' Guild, protesting aga inst tlle 
passage of the Oldfield bill; to the Committee on Patents. 

Also, petition of the Brotherhood of Locomotirn Firemen and 
Enginemen, of Peoria, Ill., favoring restriction of immigration · 
to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. _' 

Also, petition of the Brotherhood of Locomoti•~ Firemen 
and Enginemen, Peoria, Ill., favoring the pa sage ttf legis
lation requiring headlights of a certain candlepower on all 
locornoti>es; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com
merce. 

Also, petition of the Brotherhood of Locomotive Firemen and 
Enginemen, Peoria, Ill., fa>oring the pas age of legislation to 
improve the living conditions of our seamen in the merchant 
marine; to the Committee on the .... Ierchant Marine and 
If'isheries. 

Also, petition of . the Switchmen's Union of North America 
protesting against the passage of any of the proposed workmen~ 
compensation bills now before the House; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the Interstate Cottonseed Crushers' Associa
tion, Chicago. Ill., protesting aga inst the Austria-Hungary duty 
on cottonseed oil; to the Committee on Ways and Means. · 

Also, peti?on of the Buffalo Chamber o'f Commerce, Buffalo, 
N. -V:.., favormg the passage of legislation exempting associntions 
not organized for profit, but for the general good of a com
munity, from the income-tax bill; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

.Also, petition of the New York Zoological Society, New York, 
favoring the passage of legislation prernnting the importa tion 
of wings, plumes, skins, etc., of wild birds for commercial use; 
to the Committee on Ways ancl 1\Ieans. 

By 1\fr. WALLIN: Petition of Orts-Verbund, of Amsterdam, 
N. Y., protesting against a dnty on books in foreign languages; 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WILSON of New York : Petition of the Central Labor 
Union of Brooklyn, N. Y., favoring Go>ernment manufacture of 
armor plate for the battleships; to tile Committee on ~a ml 
Affairs. 

By Mr. ESCH: Petition of the Brotherhood of Locomotive 
Firemen and Enginemen, of Peoria, Ill., favoring improvement " 
in living conditions of our seamen ; to the Committee on the 
l\lerchant Marine and Fisheries. 

SENATE. 
WEDXESDAY, August ~O, 1913. 

The Senate met at 11 o'clock a. m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Forrest J. Prettyman, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approyecl. Also, petition of the Society of Automobile Engineers, protest

ing against the passage of the ·Oldfield bill ; to the Committee 
on Patents. 

Also, petition of the North Carolina Pine Association, protest
ing against the passage of House bill 5773 ; to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Brotherhood of Locomotive Firemen and 
Enginemen, of Peoria, Ill., favoring restriction of immigration; 
to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Washington: Petition of the Anacortes 
Chamber of Commerce and 1\fanufactures of Anacorte,s, Wash., 
favoring the passage of legislation making an appropriation for 
the improvement of the Edison Slough ; to the Committee on 
R ivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of the city council of Vancouver, Wash., asking 
permission to build an electric railway through Vancouver Ba r -

MESSAGE FROM TIIE HOU SE. 

A message from the House of Ilepresentatives, by J. C. South, 
its Chief Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the Hon e had 
appointed, in accordance with the provisions of the Indian ap
propriation act approved June 30, 1913, air. STEPHENS of Texas 
and Mr. BURKE of South Dakota members of the commission 
to investigate the question of tuberculosis among the Indians in 
connection with an inquiry into the nece ::.oity and feasibility of 
establishing, equipping, and maintaining a tuberculosis sani
tarium in New Mexico, and an inquiry into the necessity and 
feasibility of procuring impounded waters for the Yakima In
dian Reservation. 

T he message also announced· that the. Speaker of the Hons~ 
had appointed, in accordance with the provi ions of the India'!) 
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appropriation act approved June 30, 1913, Mr. STEPHENS of 
Texas, i\Ir. CARTER, and l\Ir. BURKE of South Dakota members 
of the joint commission to investigate Indian ::.ffairs. 

The message further announced that the House had passed the 
bill ( S. 1353) to authorize the board of county commissioners 
of Okanogan County, Wash., to construct, maintain, and operate 
a bridge across the Okanogan River at or near the town of 
Malott, with amendments, in which it requested the concur
rence of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the 
following bills, in which it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate: 

H. n. 1681. An act to extend the time for constructing a bridge 
across the Red Lake River, in township J 53 north, range 40 
west, in Red Lake County, Minn.; 

H. R.1985. An act to authorize the county of Aitkin, Minn., to 
construct a bridge across the :Mississippi Rh·er in Aitkin County, 
l\Iinn. ; 

H. R. 3406. An act to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the Sabine River at Orange, Tex.; 

H. R. 5891. An act authorizing the construction of a bridge 
across White River at Newport, Ark.; 

H. R. 6378. An act to authorize Robert W. Buskirk, of Mate
wan, W. Va., to bridge the Tug Fork of the Big Sandy River at 
Matewan, Mingo County, W. Va., where the same forms the 
boundary line between the States of West Virginia and Ken
tucky; and 

H. R. 6582. An act to authorize the city of Fairmont to con
struct and operate a bridge across the l\Ionongahela River at or 
near the city of Fairmont, in the State of West Virginia. 

MEMORIALS. 

.Mr. SMITH of Michigan presented a memorial of Local Union 
No. 2-05, Cigar l\fakers' International Union of America, of Bat
tle Creek, 1\1ich., remonstrating against an increase in the 
internal-revenue tax on cigars, which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

He also presented memorials of Local Unions Nos. 22, 340, 46, 
167, and 69, Cigar Makers' International Union of America, of 
Three Rivers, Detroit, Traverse City, Grand Rapids, and 
Owasso, all in the State of Michigan, remonstrating against the 
importation of cigars free of duty from the Philippine Islands, 
which were ordered to lie on the table. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 
Bills were introduced, read the first time, and, by unanimous 

·consent, the second time, and referred as foll9ws: 
By Mr. JONES : 
A bill (S. 3015) designating certain lands as "The Parthe

non"; to the Committee on the Library. 
A bill (S. 3016) granting permission to Capt. Dorr F. Tozier 

to accept a gift from the King of Great Britain; to the Com
mittee on Foreign Relations. 

COMMITTEE SERVICE. 
On motion of Mr. KERN, it was 
Orclered, That Senator JOHN F. SH.A.FROTH, of Colorado, be appointed 

a member of the Committee on the Philippines in place of Senator 
MARTI~E of New Jersey, who has resigned therefrom. 

AMENDMENTS TO THE TARIFF BILL. 
l\Ir. PENROSE. I desire to submit an amendment to the 

pending tariff bill in the nature of a substitute for Schedule K. 
I will take this opportunity of saying that this amendment is 
the same as the one introduced by me in the last Congress, 
which received nearly all the then majority votes in this Cham
ber. I ask that the amendment may lie on the table. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment will lie on the 
table and be printed. 

Mr. PENROSE. I submit also an amendment to the same 
bill relafrve to the hosiery paragraph of the cotton schedule. I 
ask that it may lie on the table. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment will be printed 
and lie on the table. 

CONDITIONS IN MEXICO. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The following resolutions come 
over from the preceding day. 

The SECRETARY. Senate resolution 162, by i\Ir. PE~BOSE: 
Resolved, That the President be requested--
Mr. PENROSE. I ask that those two resolutions may lie on 

the table until I call them up, if there is no objection. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. That action will be taken. 
The SECRETARY. Senate resolution 164, by Mr. POINDEXTER. 
l\!r. JONES. l\Iy colleague [Mr. PoINDEXTEB] is not present, 

and I ask that the resolution may go over. I will make the 
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same request the Senator from Pennsylvania has made. I ask 
that the resolution may lie on the table until called up by my 
colleague. 

The VICE PRESIDE~T. That action will be taken. 
IMPORTATIONS IN AMERICAN VESSELS. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before tile Senate 
resolution 165, coming over from yesterday. _ 

Senate resolution 165, submitted yesterday by Mr. Jmrns, was 
read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of State be directed to transmit to the 
Senate copies of all protests filed against ~aragraph J, subdivision 7, of 
Section IV (V as amended), of H. R. 3<>21, "An act to reduce tariff 
duties and to provide revenue for the Government, and for other pur· 
poses," together with copies of all correspondence that has passed 
between this country and any foreign country relating thereto, :md 
copies of any report or reports prepared or made thereon by any officer 
of the United States ; the subject referred to being the provision in the 
tariff bill providing for a discount of 5 per cent on all duties on goods, 
wares, and merchandise imported by vessels admitted to registration 
under the laws of the United States. 

l\Ir. JO:t\TES. It was suggested by the Senator from l\lissis
sippl [Mr. WILLIAMS] yesterday that the words "if not incom
patible with the public interest " should be inserted. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I was going to make that suggestion. 
Mr. JONES. I have no objection to the insertion of those 

words. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolution will be -so modified. 

The questi.on is on agreeing to tile resolution as modified. 
The resolution as modified was agreed to. 

THE SUGAR SCHEDULE. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The morning business is closed. 
Mr. SIMMONS. I ask unanimous consent that the Senate 

proceed with the consideration of House bill 3321. 
'l'he VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from North Carolina 

asks unanimous consent that the Chair lay before the Senate 
House bill 3321. 

l\Ir. MARTINE of New Jersey. 1\Ir. President, may I ask 
the Senator from North Carolina if he will defer just a moment 1 

I desire to state, Mr. President, that I was very much im
pressed with the intense earnestness of the address of the dis
tinguished Senator from Utah [Mr. SMOOT] yesterday on the 
sugar schedule. I have thought over in my mind a good many 
times the picture of desolation anu sadness that was depicted 
for the western plains that are now or recently have been in 
the culture of beets. I realize and appreciate that it was the 
voice of an honest, conscientious, and earnest man in the IJehalf 
of that which he deemed right. That that address was the 
opinion and judgment of one with patriotic purposes I have no 
doubt, yet of one who was prejudiced in favor of the theory 
as well as the practice of protection. 

Lest this thought shall go to the public and find lodgment in 
their minds and hearts without the least thought of contradic
tion, a matter bas come to me within a few hours that I deemed 
it but fair to the people of the United States should be stated 
to them. Within the past few hours I have been in conversa
tion with a gentleman largely versed in the western interests, 
JargeJy versed in both the culture and planting of sugar beets 
and sugar cane and the manufacture thereof, a man whose judg
ment certainly should be taken for something. 

I have realized the criticisms that ·my friend from Utah 
made, but within a few hours it has been my privilege to have 
been in conversation with no less a gentleman than Rudolph 
Spreckels. l\Ir. Rudolph Spreckels had just arrived here from 
the Pacific coast. I asked him what he felt was the feeling of 
the people in the West and in California and on the Pacific coast 
with reference to the .tariff bill. His statement to rue was in 
these words, plain and flat: "I feel that the bill will be well 
received and thoroughly appreciated by the people of California. 
It is in line with that which 3'0U have promised and in line with 
that which the people had reason to anticipate." 

I then said, "Mr. Spreckels, I want to ask your judgment. 
I have heard and we all have heard and the Senate has heard 
pictures of the doleful conditions that would take place from the 
abandonment of beet-sugar planting. I want to ask if, in your 
judgment, that will be the case?" He said, "I can see nothing 
of the kind." I asked him if he felt that the sugar mills would 
close in dearth of beet culture. He said they would not, that 
there are some mills which should close, there is no doubt. 
Then I asked him as to the situation in Louisiana. He said, 
"I feel that in Louisiana they have had no legitimate and just 
r.i~bt for many years to have been protected as they have been." 

I then said, "Now, l\Ir. Spreckels, as to Hawaii, what is the 
situation there?" He said, "I am glad you hnve raised that 
question. I used to be an owner and a planter in Hawaii." I 
asked, "Are you still not an owner r.nd planter and refiner?" 
He said, "No, sir; I am out of sugar, and have been for a num-
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ber of :ears." He said H:i.wail will prosper, anyway ; their 
profits are inordinate; that whate·rnr the tariff. the conditions, 
:mcl the soil are such that their profits are inordinate, nnd will 
represent in many instances as high as 80 per ce'!lt. 

l\Ir. PE:NROSE. Will the Senator permit a question at this 
point? 

l\Ir. 1\IAUTINliJ of New Jersey. Certainly. 
:Ur. PENROSE. The Sellltor has quoted a very distinguished 

gentleman. In order that the Senate may know the impartiality 
of this witness, I would be glad if the Senator from New Jersey 
could inform the Senate what was the amount of his cam· 
paign contribution to 1\Ir. Wilson's candidacy. 

Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey. I know nothing of that. I 
know the fact, however, that he has been the greater purt of 
his life a most staunch and stalwart Republican. It is true, 
I belie>c, that as God gave him wisdom he saw the light of day 
and he did Yote for Woodrow Wilson. I believe I have heard
! do not know of my own knowledge-that he may have con
tributed some money to the Democratic campaign. Hut be that 
as it may, the position is pretty well established, I feel, in the 
minds of the people that there can be no ju tification for taxing 
100,000,000 people inordinately In order to enrich a few. I 
believe the public will indorse and sustain the action of the 
Democratic Party in this >ery controversy for a lower tariff. 

Now, this is a new that many of us now have, and I present 
it in contmst with the desperate-picture that has been drawn for 
us day after day, nnd the desperate picture that was drawn by 
the distinguished Senator from Utah, I am willing to admit 
patriofkally in his own judgment and conscience. There are 
many things I feel in common with him. I love your earnestness 
and I love your intensity. I would not give a rush for a man 
who had no convictions, and I would give less for a man who 
had conYictions and had not , the courage to stand up and 
defend them. But I do believe that the Senator from Utah 
has been misguided. I want that the public may know that 
there is another side to this question, and that gentlemen who 
are in close touch with this great sugar industry and who can 
Yiew it as readily as can the Senator from Utah see no result 
of desolation and sadness and woe. 

Mr. S~fOOT. Mr. President, just one word. I wish to say 
to the Senator from New Jersey that I appreciate his kind 
reference to me, and I do want to say that I have the highest 
respect for the Senator from New Jersey, because I believe 
him absolutely honest in his belief in free trade on many, many 
of the items produced in this cotmtry. 

l\Ir. MARTINE of New Jersey. I thank the Senator. 
Mr. S~lOOT. There is not a Senator on the other side of 

the Chamber who is so consistent in bis politcial views affecting 
the tariff as is the Senator from New Jersey. 

However, Mr. President, I do believe that the people of 
California hf1ve just as much confidence in the judgment of her 
mo Senators as they have in that of Mr. Spreckels, a man who 
is directly interested in seeing that we have free su(Yar. 

I do not know the situation in California as well as I do in 
the State of Utah, but I want to say to the Senator from New 
J ersey if ever I spoke the truth in my life as I understand it 
and as I see it I presented it yesterday to the Senate on the 
sugar question. 

I am not going to discuss the question any further. I will 
let the people of California judge between the views expressed 
by the two Senators from that State and those of Mr. Spreckels, 
expressed through the Senator from New Jersey. 

Mr. PEJ\TUOSEJ. Mr. President, since the Senator from New 
Jersey has seen fit to raise this question I desire to call the 
attention of the Senate to the fact that Mr. Spreckels, whom 
he has cited as a witness, is distinctly a beneficiary of this tariff 
bill. We have heard a great deal, with much unction, of con
sultation nnd conferences in past years with the beneficiaries of 
ta1iff legislation. 

I had not intended to bring it up, but since the Senator from 
New Jersey has been consulting with l\'Ir. Spreckels for the last 
t wo or three days, I happen to haye here-- , 

Mr. 1\1.ARTIJ\TE of New Jersey. Quite to the contrary, sir, 
I only saw him a few hours ago. 

Mr. PE11 IlOSI!J. I ha.Ye seen the Senator in his company a 
number of times. 

"'Ir. MARTINE of New Jersey. I think the Senator's vision 
must be utterly in error. I have met him but once in my life. 

~Ir. PENROSE. The Senator seemed to be on very intimate 
terms with him when I saw them together yesterday. 

Mr. l\IAnTI1""E of New Jersey. That is very possible. I was 
rensonnbly close to him and trying to gather what information 
I could to offset the unfortunate stories of calamity which have 
been stated by the distinguished Senator from Pennsylvania 
(Mr. PENROSE] . 

l\Ir. PENROSE. I should like to know from the Senator from 
New Jersey whether Mr. Spreckels authorized him to repeat 
the conversation which he has given to the Senate this morning. 

Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey. I will say that first l'Hr. 
Spreckels told me this, and a few moment afterwards I thought 
how bright in comparison with the clouds that have been <le
picted; and I said to myself, "Great hea'\"ens, a thousand men 
and women in our land who are interested would Joye to hear 
that story ! " Then I went back to Mr. Spreckels, and it may 
be the Senator--

Mr. PEJ\'"ROSE. Then the Senator has seen him twice'? 
Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey. You may have it so, but it 

was within a few minutes, and perhaps the Senator was near by, 
and through the crack of a door henrd the com·ersation. 

Mr. PENROSE. I saw the Senator talking with him in the 
corridor. 

Mr . .MARTINE of New Jersey. Now, this is my authority 
and authorization. Then it was that I said, "Mr. Spreckels, I 
haYe been impressed with that which you told me, which is so 
in contradiction to those things we have heard. I want to know 
if I may use that." I recited it over and over, and his acqui
escence was entire and complete. If the Senator needs any fur· 
ther evidence, God knows where he will get it. 

Mr. PENROSE. Then the Senator admits that instead of 
seeing Mr. Spreckels once, he has seen him twice? 

Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey. Call it what you may. 
Mr. PENROSE. When I saw them together there was evi

dently an affinity of two kindred souls that had long been parted 
and now had met and talked in mutual interest. 

Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey. I am very fond of kindred 
souls. It is a good part of my make-up. I have met the Senator 
sometimes pleasantly and kindredly and I would love to meet 
him more. 

l\lr. PEJROSEl Since-the Senator from New Jersey has seen 
fit to cite the testimony of Mr. Spreckels against tbe unanimous 
testimony of the growers of Louisiana, who are threatened with 
destruction and will be destroyed, and against the unanimous 
testimony of the beet.sugar growers and reanufacturers of the 
western country, whose industry has been started after so much 
experiment and so much labor and trouble, with the encournge
ment of the Federal Government; since he has seen fit to cite 
the case of this one man, distinctly a beneficia1·y under the bill, 
I desire to call his attention and that of the Senate in this con
nection to 1\Ir. Spreckels's record. It will not take long. 

The agitation for free sugnr has been conducted for a number 
of years by Mr. F. C. Lowry, acting as the secretary of an al· 
leged organization known as tbe Committee of Wholesale Gro
cers. Mr. Lowry -vas the sales agent for the Federal Sugar Re
fining Co., the head of which is l\Ir. Clans A. Spreckel . Mr. 
Lowry admitted that $16,000 had been expended by him in the 
effort to work up a sentiment for free sugar. 

Mr. l\1ARTINE of New Je1·sey. "By him." By whom 1 
Mr. PEl\1IlOSE. Ily Mr. Lowry--
Mr. :MARTINE of New Jersey. That is all right. 
Mr. PENROSID. Representing Mr. Spreckels. 
Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey. You are aying "represent

ing Mr. Spreckels." He does not say that he represents l\Ir. 
Spreckels. 

Mr. PENilOSEl In other words, this spontaneous sentiment 
coming from the American consumer was aroused at an expense 
of $16.000, admitted to have been expended, and how much 
more has been expended we are not informed. 

Mr. OVERMAN. Did he say he wns the agent of Claus 
Spreckels? 

Mr. PEJ\"ROSE. Yes, sir. 
l\1r. MAR'l'INE of New Jersey. I wns not talking about Clans 

Spreekels; I was talking and distinctly stated that it was 
Rudolph Spreckels. 

Mr. JA..l\IES. The Senator from Pennsylrnniu has the wrong 
Spreckels. 

l\Ir. PENROSE. I want to girn the history of the whole 
Spreckels connection. 

In the last political campaign, l\Ir. Spreckels contributed 
$5,000 to the Democr .. tic campaign fund to"ITard the election of 
President Wilson. In California, Iludolph Spreckels, brother of 
Claus A. Spreckels, had charge of the California Republican 
Wilson organir.ation. He contributed large sums in :financing 
it and had numerous meeting under its auspices throughout the 
Statt>. I should say that fully $5,000 was expended by Mr. 
Rudolph Spreckels in his efforts in behalf of 1\lr. Wilson in 
California. This is a honible narratiYo of beneficiary tariff 
legislation. [Laughter.] 

Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey. I am not re ponsible for any
thing Claus Spreckels says. I ·simply stated what Rudolph 
Spreckels told me. 
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Mr. PE~HOSE. The Seun tor "·ill get acquainted with Claus 

later on. 
l\Ir. l\IAUTIXE of Xew Jersey. Yes; but the Senator will 

just confine hiwself to Rudolph. 
l\fr. PEXUOSE. Tbe Senator will get Claus in due time. 
Both tllese brothers belie·rn ·in free sugar-at $5,000 apiece. 

They are antagonistic to their two elder brothers, John D. 
Spreckels and Adolph B. Spreckels. In fact, there has been a 
family feud among the~e brothers that extends over a period of 
years. .At one time their father, Claus Spreckels, sr., disowned 
his two younger sons. He had presented them with some stocks 
in Hawaiian sugar companies and for some reason he became 
dissatisfied with the action of his younger sons regarding these 
stocks and brought a suit in the California courts to recover the 
stocks upon the ground that the gift of the stock was not"joined 
in hv his wife and that under the California law this failure on 
the ·wife's part to join in the gift invalidated the gift. The 
Supreme Conrt, howe1er, held that the law which had been 
relied upon applied only to real estate. 

Toward the close of his life Claus A. Spreckels, sr., made up 
with his younger sons and disinherited his two elder sons. 
The will is still in litigation. It is an interesting family, Ur. 
President. 

It is within the range of possibility that the bitter fight that 
is being \Yaged by these younger sons of Claus Spreckels, sr., 
against their elder brothers is due to family hatred and a de
sire to ruin the two elder sons by the two younger sons. The 
two elder sons are interested in Hawaiian plantations and in 
tba beet-sugar mills of California. I am informed and I be
lieYe that the two elder sons are' not interested in any refineries 
·whateyer. 

The testimony that was brought out before the Hardwick 
committee shows tba t if the duty on sugar were removed ab
sol 11tely we could produca neither cane nor beets in this coun
try; tllat this removal of the duty would absolutely destroy the 
industry in this country, and that the people interested in the 
refineries would approve of imch a course. You will find some
thing to this effect on page 292 of the Hardwick committee 
bearings; you will also find some evidence of this kind on pages 
1195 nnd 1196 of the snme bearings. 

There is no doubt in my mind that this bitterness on the part 
of Clans A. Spreckels nnd Rudolph Spreckels against John D. 
Spreckel ::rnd Adolph B. Spreckels has a good deal to do with 
the nction of the former in trying to break down the beet-sugar 
industry of this country and the cane·sugar industry of Hawaii. 
It would mean practically ruin for John D. and Adolph B. 
Spreckels if · such a law were passed. The fact that Claus A. 
Spreckels contributed $·5,000 toward the Wilson campaign and 
Rudolph Spreckels probably spent as much for the election of 
Wilson in California, it seems to me, would "indicate that the 
n ttitude of the administration in supporting free sugar so ener
getically after the Pre ident's partisans had accepted these con
tributions is more reprehensible than is the action of those men 
whose money is inYested in the sugar industry in this country 
and -the Hawaiian Islands, aLd whose presence in Washington 
to protect their in\estments has been denounced as "an in
sidious lobby." 

l\Ir. MARTINE of New Jersey. I only desire to say, l\Ir. Presi
dent, that if I had any thought of working up a family tree 
I would neyer look any further than to the Senator from Penn
syJyania. He certainly has worked up the Spreckels family 
tree and its finesse; but I want to know who signed this com
munication. You know signing a communication means every
thing. Only a few days ago I presented a communication with 
reference to Pennsyhania, and the distinguished Senator from 
Pennsylvania asked that it be expunged froin the RECORD and. 
if possible, obliterated from the hearing of the Senate, simply 
because it came here without a signature. 

I do not care what l\Ir. Claus Spreckels may say, nor do I care 
about the family alliances and connections, nor the quarrels 
that the Spreckels family have bad; but I do say that what I 
have stated was the statement of Rudolph Spreckels, and in his 
desire for free sugar he is not alone. l\Iany other people, and 
there were a. great many in Pennsylvania--

1\Ir. PRNROSE. I never heard of one. 
l\Ir. l\IARTINE of New' Jersey. Oh, well, your hearing was 

poor at times. You have lived so long in the clang and the 
riveting of the boiler and in the clang of the machine shop that 
you know of nothing else of the cry of humanity. The welding 
of a plate and· the riveting of a boiler had more charms for 
you than the cry of struggling and of suffering humanity. 
[Laughter.] 

Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey. Are they? J"ust let me read 
something to yon which I haYe here. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. President, I will state for the informa
tion of the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MARTINE] that Cali
fornia has 11 beet-sugar factories, which have been erected at 
a cost of $20,000,000, and the disbursements for Jabor and beets 
have aggregated $15,000,000 a year, thereby giving a market to 

. many farmers and employment to many laborers. Two other 
factories have been projected, which will not be built if this 
bill µ~sses in its present form and it will be impossible for 
those now in existence to continue to manufacture beet sugar 
under prospective conditions. -

THE TARIFF. 

l\Ir. Sil\fl\IONS. l\Ir. President, I ask that the Senate pro
ceed with the consideration of the tariff bill. 

l\Ir. MARTINE of New Jersey. One moment--
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from North Carolina 

asks unanimous consent for the consideration of the. tariff bill. 
Is there objection? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill ( H. It. 3321) to 
reduce tariff duties and to proyide reyenue for the Government, 
and for other purposes. 

l\Ir. SLIMONS. Mr. President, I desire to say that I hope 
we shall go on with the cotton schedule.' In that connection 
I wish to add that so anxious are Senators on this side of 
the Chamber to make progress with the bill that on yesterday, 
when we had the sugar schedule under consideration, we re
frained from any discussion, and I hope that we shall not now 
go back to the sugar schedule and enter into a discussion of it 
to-day. I ask that we proceed with the reading of the bill, 
Schedule I being the one under consideration, as I understand. 

l\Ir. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I did not understand the 
statement made by the Senator from North Carolina, my atten
tion being diverted for a moment. 

l\Ir. SIMMONS. I stated that on yesterday we were so 
anxious on this side to proceed with the bill that a number of 
Senators refrained from speaking when the sugar schedule was 
up, and that I hoped we would not go back to it to-day. 

l\Ir. GALLINGER. Then there is a "conspiracy of silence" 
on the other side of the Chamber? 

l\Ir. SIMMONS. Oh, Mr. President, the Senator can char
acterize it as he pleases. I have just made a plain statement 
that we did not consume the time of the Senate yesterday in 
discussing the sugar schedule. 

Mr. GALLINGER. l\1r. President, I think that is agreea.b.Je 
to this side. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will state the uend
ing amendment. 

The SECR.ETARY. On page 73, after line 7, the committee pro
pose to strike out paragraph 255, as follows : 

255. Cotton thread and carded yarn, combed yarn, warps, or warp 
yarn, whether on beams or in bundles, skeins, or cops, or in any other 
form, except spool thread of cotton, crochet, darning and eIJ?broidery 
cottons, hereinafter provided for, shall be subject to th~ followmg ra~es 
of duty: Nos. 1 to 9, inclusive, 5 per cent ad valorem; Nos. 10 to 10, rn
clusive, 7! per cent ad valorem; Nos. 20 to 89, inclusive, 10 per cent ad 
valorem ; Nos. 40 to 49, inclusive, 15 per cent ad valorem ; ~os. :JO to 
59, inclusive, 1 n per cent ad va-lorem; Nos. 60 to 99, inclusive, 20 per 
cent ad valorem ; No. 100 and over, 25 per cent ad valorem. Cotton 
card laps, roping, sliver, or roving, 10 per cent ad valor·::im; cotton 
waste and flocks manufactured or otherwise advanced in value, 5 per 
cent ad valorem. 

And in lieu thereof to insert : 
255. Cotton thread and carded yarn, warps, or warp yarn, whether 

on beams or in bundles, skeins, or cops, or in any other form, not 
combed, bleached, dyed, mercerized, or colored, except spool thread of 
cotton, crochet, darning and embroidery cottons, hereinafter provided 
for, shall be subject to the following rates of duty: 

Numbers up to and including No. 9, 5 per cent ad valorem; exceed
ing No. O and not exceeding No. 19, 7§ per cent ad valorem ; exceeding 
No. 10 and not exceeding No. 39, 10 per cent ad valorem ; exceeding No. 
39 and not exceeding No. 49, 15 per cent ad valorem; exceeding No. 49 
and not exceeding No. 59, 17~ per cent ad valorem; exceeding ·o. 59 
and not exceeding No. 79, 20 per cent ad valorem; exceeding No. 70 and 
not exceeding No. 99. 22~ per cen..t ad valorem ; exceeding No. 00 and 
not exceeding No. 199 25 per cent ad valorem; exceeding No. 199, 20 
per cent ad valorem. If combed, bleached, dyed, mercerized, or colored, 
they shall be subject to the following rates of duty; Numbers up to and 
including No. 9, 7~ per cent ad valorem; exceeding No. 0 and not ex
ceedin..,. No. 10, 10 per cent ad valorem; exceeding No. 19 and not 
exceedlng No. 30, 12ll per cent ad valorem ; exceeding No. 30 and not 
exceeding No. 49, 17f per cent ad valorem; exceeding No. 49 and not ex
ceeding No. 59, 20 per cent ad valorem; exceeding No. 59 and not 
exceeding No. 79, 22~ per cent ad valorem; exceeding No. 79 and not ex
ceeding No. 99, 25 per cent ad valorem ; exceeding No. 99 and not 
exceeding No. 199, 27?! per cent ad valorem ; exceeding No. H)!), 20 per 
cent ad valorem. Cotton waste and flocks, manufactured or otherwlse 
advanced in value, cotton card laps, roping, sliver, or roving, 5 per 
cent ad valorem. 

Mr. PENROSE. The boilers that are being riveted in 
syl>ania are daily growing fewer in number. 

Penn- The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
I amendment reported by the committee. 
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1\Ir. BRANDEGEE. Mr. President, i f I understood the Sen
a tor from Georgia [Mr. SMITH] correctly, yesterday afternoon 
he announced that it was his intention, or i t might be his 
intention Jater on, to offer an amendment to the committee 
amendment, and in view of that fact--

Mr. ~HTH of Georgia. We ha\•e determined not to offer it. 
On looking into the matter further we do not think it necessary. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. Then I naye nothing further to say. 
Mr. SMITH of Georgia. We were doubtful whether the 

1 word " combed " properly fell into the class where it appears ; 
but we now think it does, and for that reason we leave it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
committee amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The reading of the bill was resumed, and paragraph 256 was 

read, as follows : 
256. Spool thread of cotton, crochet, darning, and embroidery cot

tons, on spools, reels, or balls, or in skeins, cones, or tubes, or in any 
other form, 15 per cent ad valorem. 

l\Ir. Sl\IITH of Georgia.. Mr. President, the committee has 
,nuthorized me to offer, after the word "form," in line 14, an 
pmendment reading: 

I Not exceeding 600 yards in length. 
l\Ir. Sl\IOOT. Mr. President, will the Senator please repeat 

1 the suggested amendment? 
1 • l\lr. S.1.IITH of Georgia. In line 14, after the word "form," 
to insert the words "not exceeding GOO yards in length." 

l It was believed that longer threads would cause trouble in 
,.c1~ification and that by limiting the number- of yards covered 

- jbY this section it would simplify the enforcement of the section 
. nd prevent an effort to bring in under this section yarns that 
:were not really intended to be coYered by it. 

l\Ir. SMOOT. Then, all darning cotton and embroidery cot
~tons or cottons on spools or reels or balls or skeins, in order to 
l come in under this paragraph, must be under 600 yards? 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. Yes; the others will take their classi-
ncation under the general yarn count. 

I_ Mr. SUOOT. l\fr. President, the present law applying to 
Lthese same items contains the clause. "containing less than 600 
i"yards." I think the amendment ought to be adopted.. In this 

rconnection I will ask the Senator if he has taken into consid
,eration the suggestion which I offered la.st night adding the 
;proyiso: 
1 That in no case shall the duty be assessed upon a less number of 
.yards than is marked on the spools, reels, cones, tubes, skeins, or balls. 
I Mr. SMITH of Georgia. Our inquiry led us to conclude that 
this was not necessary, for the reason that most of these goods 
are shipped in by standard houses; they are sold under the 
names of the houses and on their reputation, and we were ad
Yised that there is no danger of the trouble feared by the 
Senator. 

Mr. SMOOT. Really the insertion of the words in this bill 
can do no harm. 

Mr. Si\IITH of Georgia. This amendment will carry the 
paragraph into conference; and if, on further inquiry, we con

t elude that it is necess:iry to do so, we can proYide for it in 
conference. 

.Mr. SMOOT. I desire to say to the Senator that e--ven in 
conference that pro rision can not be incorporated if it be not 
placed in the bill in the House or in the Senate. 

]\lr. SMITH of Georgia. I J:iave not taken up that further 
proposition for the reason stated. 

The VICE PRESIDE~T. The Secretary will state the amend
ment proposed by the Senator from Georgia on behalf of the 
committee to the paragraph. 

The SEcnETARY. On page 75, paragraph 256, line 14, after 
the word " form," it is proposed to insert "not exceeding 600 
yards in length." 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment. 
· Mr. LIPPITT. l\Ir. President, I also desire to offer an amend

ment to be inserted after the word "form," in paragraph 256. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Rhode .Island 

will kindly suspend for a moment. It is impossible for the Chair 
to hear anything that the Sena tor from Rhode Island has been 
saying, on account of the disturbance in the Senate Chamber. 

Mr. LIPPITT. Mr. President, I said that I also desired to 
offer an amendment to paragraph 256, to be inserted after the 
word "form,'' in tile following words : "Shall pay the same rate 
of duty as the single yarns of which they are composed, but not 

' less than," so that it would read, " but not less than 15 per cent 
ad valorem." 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair is of the opinion that 
j;he committee amendment would first be in order. The question 

is on agreeing to the amendment offered by the Senator from 1 
Georgia on behalf of the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Now, the amendment ·proposed by 

the Senator from Rhode Island is in order. 
Mr. LIPPITT. .Mr. President, the adoption of that amend

ment, I think, would make it necessary for me to move thnt 
paragraph 256 be sh·icken out and that in place of it there be 
inserted : 

Spool thread of cotton, crochet1 "darning, and embroidery cottons, on 
spools, reels, or balls, or in skems, cones, or tubes, or In nny other 
form-

And here are the words I wish to insert--
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair is of the opinion that 

the Senator's amendment is perfectly germane to the paragraph 
of the bill under consideration, but his amendment would strike 
out the words "not exceeding 600 yards," which ha ye been in
serted on motion of the Senator from Georgia. 

l\Ir. LIPPITT. I do not ask to strike out those words. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair understands that; but 

the adoption of the amendment proposeC: by the Senator would 
have the effect of striking them out. 

l\Ir. GALLINGER. Mr. President, would not this be the par· 
liamentary situation: The amendment of the committee agreed 
to and then the Senator from Rhode Island moves to substitute 
the provision he has read for the committee provision as 
amended as a substitute for that paragraph? 

Mr. LIPPITT. I think on further consideration, Mr. Presi
dent, the amendment offered by the Senator from Georgta some
what confused me, and I will offer the amendment to follow 
the words inserted on motion of the Senator from Georgia. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 
The SECRETARY. After the word "length," in the amendment 

just agreed to, it is proposed to insert : 
Shall pay the same rate of duty as the single yarns of which they 

are composed, but not less than. 
Mr. LIPPITT. 1\Ir. President, in explanation of the amend~ 

ment which I have offered, last night at the time the session 
adjourned I was discussing the discrimination exhibited in this 
paragraph against threads as compared with an other forms of 
cotton yarns. I had shown that thread was composed of what 
is ordinarily known as cotton yarn by taking two or more single 
strands of yarn and twisting them together to form a thread; 
that in the great majority of cases the single yarns paid a 
higher rate of duty than 15 per cent, and that the cost of twist
ing the single yarns into thread was, in most instances, as large 
as the total cost of changi~g cotton into yarn. 

On the subject of discrimination, of which the duty on yarns 
is one of the most glaring instances to be found in the cotton 
schedule, I want to take this opportunity of calling th atten
tion of the Senate to a very remarkable memorial which was 
sent to this body a few days ago, signed by 96 of the leading 
distributors of textile fabrics in New York and elsewhere, pro
testing against the discrimination in this ~chedule. They rep
resent, in a large measure, the wholesale textile trade of fue 
United States. 1.rhey are importers; they are commis"ion mer
chants; they are jobbers of all kinds of textile fabrics. Among 
them are many of the best-known names in the United State . . 
I will only instance one of them as a sample of the whole-the 
firm of H. B . Claflin & Co.-which is one of the largest im
porters of textile fabrics in this country, which is one of the 
largest users of all classes of textiles, and not of cotton alone. 
I mention that name as a sample of the .signers of the petition. 

What I wish to call attention to is what they are protesting 
against. They are not protesting against a change in the duty, 
in the case of the silk schedule, from 55 per cent to 45 per cent, 
although they are large users of silk goods. They are not 
protesting against a reduction of the protective duty upon 
woolen goods from in the neighborhood of 50 or 60 per cent to 35 
per cent. They are protesting in this emphatic way solely on 
account of the gross discrimination which has been ma<le with 
regard to these three sister indush·ies in reducing the duties 
on cotton fabrics from between 50 and GO per cent to 16 per 
cent. They are protesting against the injustice of treating so 
differently one industry, as is done in this bill, by putting upon 
cottons a duty of only one-half of what is put upon woolens, 
and only one-third of what is put upon silks. 

I offer this amendment, not for the purpose of putting the labor 
that is employed in the manufacture of cotton thread on a. parity 
with the labor that is employed in making cotton yarn, but sim
ply so that the duty shall not be less than the duty on the raw 
material of thread. I think it is a subject that ought to have 
the consideration of the committee. . 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. Mr. P resident, I suggest the absence 
of a quorum. 
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The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll. 
The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an

swered to their names: 
Ashurst Gallinger Nelson Smith, 1\fd. 
Bacon Gronna Norris Smith, :!Ulch .. 
Bankhead Hitchcock Overman Smoot · 
Borah Hollis Page Sterling 
Brady Hughes P enrose Stone 
Brandegee .fames Perkins Sutherland 
Bristow Jones Pittiiil"n Swanson 
Bryan Kenyon Pomerene Thomas 
Burton Kern Reed 'rhompson 
Chamberlain La Follette Robinson Thornton 

· Clapp Lane Saulsbury Tillman 
Clark, Wyo. Lea Sh11froth Townsend 
Clarke, Ark. Lewis Sheppard Vardaman · 
Colt Lippitt Sherman Walsh 
Crawford Lodge Shively Warren 
Fall McLean Simmons Weeks 
Fletcher 1\Iartine, N. J. Smith, Ga. Williams 

' Mr. JAMES. hly colleague, the senior Senator from f{en
tucky [Mr. BRADLEY], is detained from attendance here by rea
son of illness. He has a general pair with the junior Senator 
from Indiana [hlr. KERN]. I wish this announcement to stand 
for the day. 

1\fr. SHEPPARD. l\Iy colleague [Mr. CULTIERSON] is unavoid
ably absent. He is paired with th2 senior Senator from Dela
ware [Mr. DU PONT]. I ask that this announcement may stand 
for the day. 

The VICE . PRESIDENT. Sixty-eight Senators ha-rn an
swered to the roll call. A quorum of the Senate is present. 

, The question is on the amendment proposed by the Senator from 
' Rhode Island [Mr. LIPPITT]. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Mr. President, before the vote is 
taken I should like to ask the Senator in charge of this schedule 
whether or not the intimation made by the- Senator from Rhode 
Island is correct-that without his proposed amendment and 
with the duty as carried in the bill the duty upon these com-

' ple~ed products will be less than the duty on the constituents 
that enter into them? 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. The Senator probably was not here 
yesterday afternoon when we discussed this subject. That is 
true in some insta;nces, but it is also true under the present 
law. under the specifics. 

Ir. CLARK of Wyoming. I am not speaking of the present 
law. Attention has now been directed to the fact; and it occurs 
to me tha·t if it is a fact this amendment or some amendment 
ought to be placed in the bill. It hardly seems the right levy
ing of a duty that the duty upon a raw product that enters 
into a manufactured product 8hould be more than the duty upon 
the manufactured product itself. 

l\Ir. SMITH of Georgia. The statement of the Senator is 
correct, that in some instances this duty is less than the duty 
on the yarn, and the same is the case now. The articles that 
come in are principally of the highest ch:J.racter, and there is 
more competition where the duty is less than 20 per cent under 
the specifics. We went into that matter pretty fully yesterday 
afternoon. 

hlr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, while this schedule has a 
very important bearing upon a great industry in my own State. 
I do not propose to occupy more than a minute or two in dis
cussing it. I wish to put in the REcoRD, however, a couple of 

1 statements which came to me some time ago regarding the in
dustry and which I think are of interest. 

l\Ir. A. Barton Hepburn, the well-known New York banker, 
who had recently been in England, gave out this statement: 

Business activity in England Is at the high-water mark and there 
nre no apparent signs of recession. Undoubtedly her manufacturers 
are rushing the making of goods in the expectation of finding a 
profitable market in the lJnited States when the Underwood tariff bill 
becomes a law. 

l\lr. Frank S. Turnbull, director of the Rogers-Peet Co., of 
New York, who has been consulting prominent manufacturers in 
Yorkshire, Scotland, and other places, said to the correspondent 
of the New York Sun in regard to the Underwood tariff bill: 

The feeling of manufacturers here ls one of surprise that the cut 
in textile duties is so radical. They would have preferred a bill 
which was less drastic, for such a measure would have indicated per· 
manency and stablUty. The English and Scotch manufacturers would 
like a 35 per cent ad valorem duty. They will sell a much greater 
quantity of goods in the United States, but they will not put them
selves to the expense of increasing their plants until they are cer
tain that the new taritr is to last. It would please them greatly if 
they were sure of that, and they would not have to hesitate to increase 
their pla~ts. 

It seems from this testimony, which I give for what it is 
worth, that even the manufacturers in Great Britain are some
what alarmed at the tremendous cut that is made in this sched
ule, because they think that in the future, if another party 
comes into power, the present duties will be overturned and 
much larger duties imposed. Their feeling apparently is that 
if a less radical cut had been made it might have resulted in 

a law that would have been permanent so far as this industry 
is concerned. 

Personally I greatly regret that our Democratic friends have 
seen fit to strike so severe a b1ow as they have at this industry. 
I think I know what the result will be; but we are powerless 
on this side of the Chamber to preT"ent that result. All we can 
do is to record our votes, when we ha\e an opportunity, against 
the provisions that have been incorporated in the bill regarding 
the different articles in this schedule. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. LIPPITT]. 

Mr. LIPPITT. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
Mr. BRISTOW. l\fr. President, I ask that the amendment 

may be stated, so that we may understand it. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will state the amend

ment. 
The SECRETARY. On page 75, line 14, after the word " form " 

and after the comma, the Senate has already agreed to an 
amendment, proposed by the Senator from Georgia, adding the 
words "not exceeding 60() yards in length." After the word 
"length " the Senator from Rhode Island proposes to insert: 

Shall pay the same rate of duty as the single yarns of which they 
are composed, but not less than-

So that, if amended, it would read: 
Not less than 15 per cent ad valorem. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll. 
The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 
Mr. CHAMBERLAIN (when his name was called). I have a 

general pair with the junior Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
OLIVER]. I transfer that pair to the senior Senator from Maine 
[Mr. JoHNsoN] and will vote. I vote "nay." 

l\Ir. GALLINGER (when his name was called). I have a 
general pair with the junior Senator from New York [Mr. 
O'GoRMAN]. I transfer that pair for the day to the junior 
Senator from Maine [hlr. ·Bur.LEIGH] and will vote. I vote 
"yea." 

Mr. KERN (when his name was called). I transfer my gen
eral pair with the senior Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BRADLEY] 
to the junior Senator from Arizona [Mr. SMITH] and will \ote. 
I vote "nay." 

Mr. SUITH of Maryland (when his name was called). I 
have a general pair with the senior Senator from Vermont [l\Ir. 
DILLINGHAM]. Therefore I withhold my vote. 

Ur. THOMAS (when bis name was called). I have a general 
pair with the senior Senator from New York [l\Ir. RooT]. I 
transfer that pair to the Senator from Virginia [Mr. MA.RTL""'l] 

and vote "nay." 
Mr. TILLl\IAN (when his name was called). I have a general 

pair with the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. STEPHENSO"N]. I 
therefore withhold my vote. 

The roll call was concluded. 
Mr. McCUMBER. I transfer my general pair with the sernor 

Senator from Nevada [Mr. NEWLANDS] to the junior Senator 
from California [Mr. WoBKS] and vote" yea." 

Mr. JONES. I desire to state that my colleague [Mr. Porn
DEXTEB] is necessarily detained from the Chamber and that he 
is paired with the Senator from Oklahoma [Mr. OWEN]. I will 
state that with reference to the votes yesterday my colleague 
was paired with the Senator from Oklahoma [Mr. OWE..."1], 
although I did not know it at the time. 

Mr. SMITH of Maryland. I transfer my pair with the Sena
tor from Vermont [Mr. DILLINGHAM] to the Senator from South 
Carolina [Mr. SMITH] and vote. I vote "nay." 

Mr. GALLINGER. I have been requested to announce that 
the Senator from Delaware [Mr. DU PoNT] is paired with the 
Senator from Texas [Mr. CULBERSON] ; that the Senator from 
West Virginia [1\Ir. GoFF] is paired with the Senator from 
Alabama [l\Ir. BANKHEAD]; that the Senator from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. OLIVEBJ is paired with the Senator from OregOJl [Mr. 
OHAMBERLA.IN] ; and that the Senator from Maryland [Mr. 
JACKSON] is paired with the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. 
CHILTON]. 

Mr. B.Al\"'KHEJAD. I transfer my pair with the junior Sena
tor from West Virginia [Mr. GoFF] to the Senator from Loui
siana [Mr. RANSDELL] and vote "nay." 

The result was announced-yeas 33, nays 39, as follows : 

Borah 
Brady 
Brandegee 
Bristow 
Burton 
Catron 
Clapp 
Clark, Wyo. 
Colt 

Crawford 
Fall 
Gallinger 
Gronna 
Jones 
Kenyon 
La Follette 
Lippitt 
Lodge 

YEAS-33. 
Mc Cumber 
McLean 
Nelson 
Norris 
Page 
Penrose 
Perkins 
Sherman 
Smlth, Mich. 

Smoot 
Sterling 
Sutherland 
Townsend 
Warren 
Weeks 
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AshUl'St 
Bacon 
Bankhead 
Bryan 
Chamberlain 
Clat·ke, Ark. 
Fletcher 
Gore 
Hitchcock 
Hollis 

NA.YS-39. 
Hughes 
James 
Kern 
Lane 
Lea 
Lewis 
Martine, N. J. 
Myers 
Overman 
Pittman 

KOT 

Pomerene 
Reed 
Robinson 
Saulsbury 
Shnfroth 
Sheppard 
Shields 
Shively 
Simmons 
Smith, Ga. 

VOTING-23. 
Bradley du Pont O"Gorman 
Burleigh Gofl' Oliver 
Chil t on Jackson Owen 
Culbe1·son Johnson Poindexter 
Cummins Mat·tin, Va. Ransdell 
Dillingham · Newlands Root 

So l\fr. LIPPITT's amendment was rejected. 

Smith, Md. 
Stone 
Swanson 
Thomas 
Thompson 
Thornton 
Vardaman 
Walsh 
Williams 

Smith, Ariz. 
Smith, S. C. 
Stephenson 
Tillman 
'1.'orks 

The next amendment of the committee was to strike out para
graph 257 in the following words: 

257. Cotton cloth , not bleached, dyed, colored, stained, painted, 
printed, Jacquat·d figured, or mercerized, containing yarn the highest 
number of which does not exceed No. 9, 7~ per cent ad valorem; ex
ceeding No. 9 and not exceeding No. 19, 10 per cent ad valorem; exceed
ing No. 19 and not exceeding No. 39, 12~ per cent ad valorem; exceed
ing No. 39 and not exceeding No. 49, 171 per cent ad valorem; exceed
ing No. 49 and not exceeding No. 59, 20 per cent ad valorem ; exceeding 
No. :39 and not exceeding No. 99, 22l per cent ad valorem; exceeding No. 
99, 2H per cent ad valorem. Cotton cloth, when bleached, dyed, col
ored, stained, painted, printed, Jacquard figured, or mercerized; shall be 
subject to a duty of 2i per cent ad valorem in addition to the rates 
othct·wise chargeable thereon. 

·And in lieu thereof to insert : 
257. Cotton cloth, not bleached, dyed, colored, stained, painted. woven

figured, or mercerized.-! containing yarns the highest number of which 
does not exceed No. 11. n per cent ad valorem; exceeding ·o. 9 and 
not exceeding No. 19, 10 per cent ad valorem; exceeding No. 19 and 
not exceeding No. 39, 12~ per cent ad valorem ; exceeding No. 39 and 
not exceeding No. 49, 17!r per cent ad valorem; exceeding No. 49 and 
not exceeding No. 59A 20 per cent ad valorem ; exceeding No. 59 and not 
exceeding No. 79, 2:.1:fi per cent ad valorem ; exceeding No. 79 and not 
exceeding No. 99, 25 per cent ad valorem; exceeding No. 99, 27~ per 
cent ad valorem. Cotton cloth when bleached, dyed, colored, stained, 
painted, printed, woven-figured. or mercerized, containing yarn the high
est number of which does not exceed No. 9, 10 per cent ad valorem; 
exceed~ng No. 9 and not exceeding No. 19, 12 ~ per cent ad valorem ; 
exceedrng number 19 and not exceeding N6. 39, 15 per cent ad valorem; 
exceeding No. 39 and not exceeding No. 49, 20 per cent ad valor.em; 
exceeding No. 49 and not exceeding No. 59. 22~ pet· cent ad valorem ; ex
ceeding No. 59 and not exceeding No. 79, 25 per cent ad valorem ; exceed
'ng No. 79 and not exceeding No. 99, 27~ per cent ad valorem; exceeding 
No. 99, 30 pel· cent ad valorem. 

Mr. S~IITH of Georgia. l\Ir. President, the committee desires 
to change the amendment in two respects, in line 8 to substitute 
the word "average" for the word "highest," so the estimate 
will be made by the average number of the yarns instead of the 
highest, and in line 22 again to substitute the word "average" 
for the word "highest." 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will state the pro
posed amendment to the amendment. 

The SECRETARY. On page 76, line 8, before the word "num
ber," strike out the word "highest" and insert the word "aver
age," and the same on line 22. 

The YICE PRESIDENT. If there be no objection, the pro
posed change wm be made. 

Mr. LIPPITT. Mr. President, I wish to speak on that sub
ject. I should like to ask the Senator from Georgia if he has 
figured or has any information upon how much he is reducing 
the .duty upon cotton cloth by the amendments which he now 
proposes as compared with the duty which that same cloth 
would pay under the original amendment? 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. Coupled with the amendment sug
gested, we desire also to amend paragraph 258, by adding in the 
seventeenth line, after the word "included": 

In counting the threads all ply yarns shall be separated into singles 
and the count taken of the total single . 

The factors of count, length, condition, and weight shall be taken as 
found in the fabric as imported. 

We ham had the estimate made to which the Senator refers. 
We fiDJI that in the large ·majority of the instances, even in the 
higher class goods, it makes no substantial effect upon the rate. 
The only goods upon which it affects the rate to any extent are 
llie novelty goods. Later on we expect in connection with the 
damask paragraph to bring in an amendment, although we may 
have to pass it over to-day, making a special provision for those 
noYelty cloths. I haYe quite a lengthy sheet here in which that 
l' timate has been made, which I will be glad to submit to the 
Senate. The proposed amendment" is largely for administrative 
purposes. It simplifies administration vastly beyond what it is 
under the present law and also under the pending bill. 

.Mr. LIPPITT. J\fr. President, of course I appreciate the per
sonal compliment which is paid in this amendment. In the re
marks which I made to the Senate upon this question I pointed 
out that, although the method of classifying goods which is con
tained in tile original amendment had been the policy of the 

Democratic Party for more than two years, it was an impos i
bllity of administration. The substitution of the imple "·ord 
"average" for "highest" is a recognition of the fact that for 
two years they have been trying to put · before this country 
something which they could not do; and lliere was no evidence 
of any change of that policy, if I may go so far as to say it, 
until I brought it to the attention of this b0dy. 

But I also pointed out at that time that if they were going to 
adopt the policy which I suggested, and which is a yery simple 
and a Yery much more perfe~t method of classification than the 
one they originally had, they should also accompany it by a 
differential between the duties that cloth pays and the duties 
that yarn pays as compared with the one they haYe. Between 
the duties on yarn in the bill reported to the Senate by the 
Finance Committee there is a difference of 2! per cent in each 
classification as represented in the chart which hanus against 
the wall. Where the duty on cloth is 10 per cent on cloth com
posed of No. 9 to 19, it would be 7! .per cent for yarn, and so on. 

It is a matter of great practical difficulty to determine the 
.finf'ness number of yarn in cloth. It is not a Yery difficult 
proposition to discoyer the a\erage number of yarns in a piece 
of cloth, but when they classify their goods by the fineness 
number of which the fabric was made, as is Yery commonly the 
case, the yarn of the warp would be No. 35 or 33 and the filling 
would be No. 42 or 43 or 44. which are very common construc
tions, the rate of duty on that piece of cloth would be in the 
gray 20 per cent. Under the amendment which they have now 
proposed the rate of duty would be 17! per cent. In other 
words, by making the amendment in this form and without per
feding it, n.s I took the liberty of indicating in my speech 
should be done, they are reducing the duty oyer the duty that 
they have proposed to levy. 

The occasion and reason for using the average number is be
cause that is simple to administer. In addition to making that 
average number and talcing advantage of that easy administra
tion, which is very proper, they should also increa e the dfffer
ential between cloth and yarn 2! per cent more than now 
ex:.ists. In other words, I am not asking for any more duty 
than they have proposed, but I do ask that if they adopt one 
suggestion of mine they will not destroy its effect and purpose 
by not adopting the companion suggestion that is a necessary 
and integral part of it. 

As I pointed out, in their method of applying the duty not 
merely would the duty be raised 2! per cent, but in some cases, 
by the presence of a very small amount of fine yarn cloth on 
which the average duty would not exceed under the now pro
posed change 17! per cent, would pay as high a duty as 25 per 
cent. I do not think that those cloths are entitled to the change, 
but I think it is very plain to anybody who will study this 
question that if they are going to make at this late hour, with
out adequate study .of the question, a change in the plan they 
have steadily pursued for two years, they at least ought to 
accompany it with the other changes that will make the rate of 
duty they propose to pay on cotton cloth the equivalent of what 
they proposed to this body before they made this change. 

Mr. President, I have pointed out here O\er and over again 
that the duties on cotton fabrics are only one-third the duty of 
their sister industries of silk and wool, and now by putting in 
this amendment they propose to reduce those duties another 2! 
per cent. That is not a fair way of perfecting a bill. 

l\fr. SMITH of Georgia. Mr. President, I desire to take issue 
with the Senator from Rhocle Island with reference to the feasi
bility of determining the. highest yarn count. It has beBn dis
cussed by the Bureau of Standards and fully sustained by them, 
and also by a number of writers upon textiles in publications 
on that subject. It seemed, however, scarcely just that a prod
uct which might have only 5 per cent of a very high-cla s yarn 
and the' balance of a low-class yarn should follow the 5 per cent 
instead of following the average whole. It is conceded by all 
that the average yarn count is the simplest of &11 plans. Our 
officers in the customhouses so belie\e. 

It can be explained, after working out a mathematical prob
lem which is sornew·hat difficult, that there is a simple and easy 
formula for applying the test as to the average number of yarns. 
The. officers of the GoYernment have also been at work for some 
time upon the effect on the rate of taking the average yarn. 
I furnished the Senator quite a detailed statement made by them 
on the subject. 

It does reduce somewhat the duty, but, Mr. Presiden£, the re
port of the Tariff Board shows that the duties on cotton goods 
can be reduced and must be reduced very substantially to bring 
them to a competitive basis. 

It is surprising to find how many of ou.r cotton products are 
sold at the mills in the United States as cheap as they are in 
England. The chief benefit perhaps to the 11ublic from these 
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reductions will come through a suspension of tbe system of sales 
after they lea-ve the mill. So far as the mill owners are- con
cerned, they will be perhaps le s effective than they will be 
upon the trade where trade agreements exist that have carried 
the cost to the final consumer at hi"'h prices. 

· l\fr. LIPPITT. l\lr. President, I should like to ask the Sena
tor if he has s11bmitted this pmposed change in its partial form 
to anybody who could be called a textile expert? In asking that 
question I do not m_ean ' by a textile expert a member of the 
t>oard at the customhouse. They are not experts in the methods 
of applying tariff laws that have been written; they are not 
experts in the sense of knowing about the cost of cotton cloth 
and textile fabrics or the various changes in co& which come 
about in changes of fabric. Whom has the Sena.tor consulted? 

l\fr. SMITH of Georgia. Mr. President, we have not con
sidered it from the standpoint of the cost of conversion, be
cause anyone who examines the report of the Tal'iff Board 
must be satisfied that it is practically impossible to handle 
fairly the subject from that standpoint. The varying cost of 
production of the same goods in this country at different mills 
is so great that when we go from the highest cost of production 
to the cheapest cost of production, the variation is startling. 
The matter has been consjdered, however, in connection with 
the relative selling pl'kes abroad n.nd here, and it has been con
sidered with reference to the character of threads in many of 
the cloths. The result worked out has been what I submitted 
to the Senator on the lengthy sheet that I gave him. The work 
has been done, of course--

Mr. LIPPITT. I will ask the Senator from Georgia if he 
will tell me whether he has consulted with any ex.perts? 

l\lr. SMITH of Georgia. I was just going on to state that the 
work was done for us by representatives of the GoYernment in 
the customhouse in New York and. by the utilization of the re
ports of the Tariff Board. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I understood the Senator from 
Georgia to say that he recognized the fact that the amendment 
offered reduces the duties. 

l\Ir. SMITH of Georgia. In some instances. 
Mr. SMOOT. Is it not a fact, Mr. President, that in nearly 

every instance it wc>nld reduce the duty about 2! per cent ouf
side of the first bracket? 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. No; not as the figures were worked 
out aud given to me. Of course. I do not pretend to have any 
personal knowledge on the subject. 

Mr. SlIOOT. Mr. President, of course the Sena.tor knows if 
he has had his attention called to it, that mo.st of the cloths arc 
made with the filling of one number and the warp of another 
number, and when the filling is finer or vice versa, it is to 
obtain a certain effect or finish unon the clothes. It seems to me.. 
this being true, it will in many~ eases-I will not say in every 
case, but at lea.st . in a great many cases-bring the cloth. if 
the amendment offered by the Senator is ndopted. to a lower 
bracket than the provision in paragraph 256 with the word 
"highest" used. If it does bring it within a lower bracket, 
then, of conrse. the Senator from Georgia must admit that it 
woulcl be 2~ per cent reduction. 

.Mr. SMITH of Georgia. Of course if it lowers it, it lowers it. 
Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President. ii t1e Senator would look it up I 

believe he would find lJy taking the ave.rage size of the yarns 
in a piece of cloth, in the warp ancl the filling, 1.bat in a majority 
o~ cases this would bring it into a lower bracket than the word 
" highest" would bring it under the paragraph as it stands 
to-day. 

.Mr. SMLTH of Georgia. As worked out for me by the ex
perts, there are few cases in willch it brings it to a lowzr rate. 
As to those I took the Tari.ff Board's report, and as to all ex
cept two or three I found the relative selling prices in England 
and the United States such that I felt that the reduced dnty 
would only be competitive. 

:Afr. SMOOT. Mr. President, just tn.ke the case the Senator 
from Rhode Island [Mr. LIPPITT] called attention to, which is 
an ordinary one. The warp of 35s and the filling of 42s
the average of those two would be 38-}s. Paragraph 257, as 
originally reported, would bring the duty based upon a 42 
thread within another bracket from ?8!, as the Senator knows. 
Those are very common numbers used in this country in the 
manufacture of cotton goods. As I think the Senator has 
already stated upon the floor, 70 per cent of them fall within 
this very bracket or the two brackets in which these sizes fall. 
If that is the case-and I have no doubt but that it is so-the 
chunge is going to result in a decreased duty of 2! per cent on 
the great bulk of American manufactured goods. 

Mr. TOWNSEND. Mr. President, I was interested in one 
statement made by the Senator from Georgia [Mr. SMITH] 

which he did not make entirely clear to me. I have come to tJJe 
same conclusion that he has from rea.ding the Tariff Board re
port, that not only are many cotton goods sold as cheaply abroad 
as they are here, but that in some cases they arc sold cheaper 
heTe than they could be manufactured abr<>nd to-day. What I 
was not clear in was tl:le statement of tlle Senator as to whnt 
benefit he expected would accrue to the American consumer by 
reducing those duties. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. I stated that I found from the Tal'iff 
Board report that there were many instances in which the real 
loss to the consumer took place between the factory and the final 
sale to him; that it was due to trade agreements in this coun
try, which increased the price to the consumer even where the 
manufacturer here sold at prices that were entirely competi
tive and in some instances cheaper than those of .the- English 
manufacturer, yet that through h>ade agreements, incident to 
subsequent sales, the consumer he1'e finally receh"ed his goods :.i:t 
a higher price than that at which the consumer received them 
in England--

Mr. 'IOWNSEi'.TJ). I understood that. 
Mr. SMITH of Georgia. By bringing competition between the 

factory abroru:l . and the factory here, the result would be that 
these trade agreements would be 3bandoned and the consumer 
would naturally be relieved of some of the increases now placed 
upon him. 

Mr. TOWNSEND. I can not follow that ver·y clearly myself; 
but it would indicate to me that there was the vel'y closest kind 
of competition now between the producers abroad and the pro- · 
ducers here if the price here was :ress than the foreign price, 
or at least even the cost of the foreign article was less. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I do not care to go into the 
details, which are very many and very ·complicated, of this 
matter, but I do want to call attention to certain general con
siderations, which I think are very serious, in regard to the 
arrangement adopted in this bill. I am not now speaking of 
rates of duty whether low or high. but of the adjustment of the 
classes. If we are to ha>e duties at all, whether revenue duties 
or protective duties or duties for any other purpose, they ought 
to be properly classified and adjusted with relation to the 
different productions of an industry so yery complicated as is 
the cotton industry. 

There can be no question whatever that the coarser weaves 
are better treated in this bill than the finei· weaves. I do not 
for a moment intend to suggest that that was done intentionally, 
or with a view of striking at New England o:r other northern 

· mills whieh are the chief producers of the fine goods; but there 
can be no doubt of the fact I can not suppose that it is inten
tional, because it would be a short-sighted policy if it be 
thought that the interests of the makers of coarse goods would 
be safeguarded by leaving them a sufficient protection ancl allow
ing the fine goods to suffer. Of course if the fine-goods mills 
are compelled to cease the manufacture of fine goods rrnd are 
forced to go to the manufacture of print cloths, sheetings~ and 
the coarser goods, inevitably an intensity of competition will be 
created which will drive the domestic coarse goods below the 
point of profitable production . 

We had such a situation some years ago when the southern 
mills and the northern mills alike suffered from the intensity 
of competition in the same lines of goods. Speaking broailly, 
that condition, which is certainly not desirable to the industry 
either North or South, was greatly relieved by the- increasing 
tendency on the part of the longer estnblished milTs in the 
North to devote themselves to the mamlfacture of fine goods.. I 
think the industry of the finer goods and the manufacture of 
the finer yarns has been also begun in the South and is develop
ing there. Nothing is more important to a healthy condition 
of the cotton industry in this counh·y than the greatest possible 
diversificatfon of their product. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. Mr. President, will the Senator from 
Massachusetts allow me? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PoMERENE in the chair). 
Does the Senator from Massachusetts yield to the Senator from 
Georgia? 

Mr. LODGE. Certainly. 
Mr. SMITH of Georgia. I should like to say that the men 

engaged in manufacturing the coarser goods who appeared be
fore our committee all came to urge rates for the high-class 
goods, taking exactly the position the Senator has taken. that 
their interest in the matter was that the high-class goods should 
receive a tariff that was satisfactory to them-

.Mr. LODGE. Which would encourage their production. 
Mr. SMITH of Georgia. And encourage their production. 

There was no contest before our committee between the pro
ducers of the coarser grade goods and the higher grade goods, 
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so far as I can recall. The low-grade-goods people were as 
warmly the friends of the high-grade-goods people as they were 
of themselves. 

Mr. LODGE. That was my own conclusion from my own 
experience; but the fact remains that in the bill--

1\Ir. S:\HTH of Georgia. So that whether the goods are high 
class or low class or are produced in one section or the other 
the manufacturers, whether of high-grade or low-grade goods, 
were all more interested in the rates on high-grade goods than 
they were in the rates on low-grade goods. 

1\1r. LODGE. I have no question that the manufacturers in 
all parts of the country, whether they make the coarse goods 
or the fine goods, take the view of what is best for the industry 
as a whole which I have tried to express. 

Now, as l have said whether intentionally or not, it seems to 
me to have been demonstrated-I will not go over the argu
ments-that the fine weaves have suffered unduly, and that the 
inevitable tendency of the bill, owing to the ::n'.1.ladjustment of 
the rates among the different classes, will be to bring about an 
oversupply of the coarse goods, due to the compulsion which it 
.will exercise on many of the fine-goods mills to return in whole 
or in part to the making of print cloths, plain cloths, or the 
coarser fabrics, such as sheetings. 

I think the fact that the duties are not properly adjusted is 
a fatal objection to the scheme. I am saying nothing about the 
rates, whether they are too high or too low; I am simply speak
ing of the adjustment. On that adjustment rests, in the first 
place, fairness to the industry, and, in the second place, it pre
vents the industry from becoming overweighted or one sided 
along certain lines of production. It is for th3 interest of the 
whole industry, in a word, to encourage the fine weaves. 

The Tariff Board report has been frequently referred to dur
ing the debate, and I want to call attention to their statement 
that we can make goods here at a lower cost than they can be 
made in England. That is true of some fabrics, but I .do not 
think attention has been sufficiently paid to precisely what the 
Tariff Board did say. Here is their report on Schedule I, page 
12. The Tariff Board says that the weaving cost of the fabrics 
produced on automatic looms which are more common in this 
<!Oun try than in England, is no greater here than abroad; but 
they go on to say : 

In the case of finer goods, however, especially figured goods with com
plicated weaves, the cost of weaving is higher here than in England. 
This is due largely to the fact that the difference in the number of 
looms tended per weaver is less than in the case of plain goods. On a 
large part of these fancy goods (those requiring more than one kind of 
filling) the automatic loom can not be used. Even disregarding the 
question of automatic looms, the difference in the number of looms 
tended per weaver on such fabrics is less than in the case of plain 
cloths. Consequently the comparatively small difference in output per 
weaver does not offset the higher wages paid in this country. 
· That is the statement of the Tariff Board; and I think in sub
stance that it is correct. The reason why weaving done on the 
automatic looms reduces the cost of production in the United 
States is simply because it reduces the labor cost per unit, show
ing incidentally that the labor cost is the key of the situation 
in the cotton industry, where labor is a very large part of the 
cost of the fabric produced. .One man can attend to 20 or more 
of these automatic looms-that is, we have a man multiplied 
by 20, we will say, by the automatic loom-and as we use a 
great many more of those looms than they do in England we 
reduce the labor cost, the labor unit, just that much, because 
in England, where they do not use them on the coarser goods, 
a man is multiplied by 6 or 8 by his machinery, and they are 
putting a man multiplied by 6 or 8 in competition with a man 
multiplied by 20. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Massa

chu etts yield to the Senator from Utah? 
l\ir. LODGE. Certainly; with pleasure. 
l\Ir. SMOOT. Not only as to the greater number of looms 

that can be attended to by one man, but wherever an automatic 
device is used upon a loom it runs continuously, with the excep
tion of when there is a thread broken in the warp or a break in 
the filling requiring the stopping of the loom. 

l\ir. LODGE. Certainly. 
Mr. SMOOT. If the automatic ·device is not on a loom, it 

mn t stop to change the shuttle every time a bobbin runs out. 
l\Ir. LODGE. When we come to the finer weaves the auto

matic loom can not be used, and that, of course, fundamentally 
changes. the whole situation. In the manufacture of the finer 
weaves our weavers use substantially the same kind of ma
chinery as the English weavers. So the weaver is no longer 
multiplied by 20 by his machinery, but only by the same amount 
as the English weaver; and therefore our labor cost imme
diately rises when you pass from the coarser goods to the finer 
goods. 

The increase in cost is shown by the following extract from 
the Tariff Board report, Schedule I , page 456. I take their 
figures. I am not sure that they are right in all respects in re
gard to cotton; but I will take them, because they ha ye been tlie 
basis of so much argument. 

The Tariff Board say : 
The labor cost of the plain weaves varies from 3.5 cents to slightly 

over 6.5 cents per pound, constituting from 8 per cent to 2u:; per 
cent of the total cost. • • • The conversion cost on the same 
cloths varies from 29.5 per cent to 35.8 per cent of the total 
cost. • • • 

Treating the three fancy-weave groups as a whole, we find t~at ~he 
labor cost varies from 15.2 cents to 29.3 cents per pound, const1tutrng 
from 20 per cent to 42.7 per cent of the total cost. 'l'he conversion 
cost forms from 35.7 per cent to 58.6 per cent of the total cost. 

That shows clearly, on the authority of the Tariff Board, the im
mense difference between the fine weaves and the coarse weaves. 
I do not see how it is possible to have a fair schedule where 
the arrangement is practically reversed from what it ought to 
be. I repeat that I am not arguing the rate. Make your figure 
what you please on the coarse wea"Ves; but build it up propor
tionately, so as to give the fine weaves the same chance that the 
coarse weaves have so far as they are affected by the tariff. 
That seems to me the fundamental difficulty with this whole 
schedule, without going into the details. 

l\fr. SMITH of Georgia. l\fr. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from l\Ias a

chusetts yield to the Senator from Georgia? 
l\fr. LODGE. Certainly; I yield. 
l\fr. Sl\fITH of Georgia. I should like to ask the Senator if 

he has made a study of the English selling prices of the fac
tories of these finer goods and the .American selling prices of 
the factories, to see whether it is not true, relatively speaking, 
that the increases provided. by this bill about represent the 
difference in the selling price of the various classes of goodc; at 
the factories? 

l\fr. LODGE. l\fr. President, I have not examined those prkes. 
I have at times gone into the cost of distribution with soma 
thoroughness. While I have not the figures here now, I am very 
sure, broadly speaking, that I am correct when I say that 
what the Senator states about the cost at the factory in .America 
as compared with the English factory cost applies chiefly to the 
coarse goods. I do not think it is true of the fine weaves. I 
think the fine weaves cost more. The factory cost is more, 
speaking broadly. There may be exceptions; but speaking 
broadly, I think the fine weaves cost more at the factory. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. I was not refening to the cost of 
production. I was referring to the selling cost of the factory. 

Mr. LODGE. Precisely. Let me take a single case about 
which I think I am correctly informed, though I am speaking 
from memory of a year ago. 

In the case of the Amoskeag Manufacturing Co. of New 
Hampshire, the great makers of ginghams, while I have not 
compared the :figures, I have no doubt their gingham costs at 
the mill are no higher than the costs of the factories making 
ginghams in England. I think they could probably meet them 
on that basis. I am speaking only of their coarse g6ods. But I 
W1.\S told, and I think correctly, by one of the officers of the 
mills soi:pe time ago when the subject was under discussion
! may not have the figures exactly right, but if I am very fai· 
wrong the Senator from Rhode Island will correct me-that 
they sold their ginghams in the neighborhood of 3! cents a 
yard, and by the time they went over the counter in department 
stores, dry-goods stores, and so forth, some of them had climbed 
up to 9 or 10 or 12 cents a yard. There is not any question 
of the monstrous additions that are made to the factory costs. 
Jn the past, in the debate on the Payne-Aldrich bill, we tried to 
show that it was not the manufacturers' cost from which the 
people were suffering, because the cost at the factory was in many 
cases very low; but to it there were added these huge costs of 
distribution, which present another problem. I am aware of that; 
but I am very sure, speaking broadly, that the fine weaves 
made in .America can not be sold at the factory door or any
where else in competition with the English fine weaves without 
some protection or without some duty favorable to the .American 
producer. 

I will frankly say that, of course, I have a great interest in 
this particular . matter of fine goods. Their manufacture has 
grown enormously in my State within a comparatively short 
time. The great city of New Bedford, which now has 100,000 
inhabitants, has been built up on the fine-goods industry. It is, 
therefore, a very serious matter, in the interest of the bu iness 
of my State, to have such a change made--! do not mean in the 
rates, but a change of classification-which, I belie,e, would be 
fatal to many of the establishments. 

I am not sure as to . the exceptions made in fancy weaYes. 
Unfortunately I am so little of a practical man on the question 
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of cotton svinning that I am not sure I am right when I say 
that I :find only one exception. There may be some other 
smaller ones on the Jacquard tapestries that have been put in 
by the Senale committee, but the only exception I find is the 
cotton damasks. I think the others are all treated in the gen-
eral schedule. · 

l\lr. SMITH of Georgia. l\Ir. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from l\Iassa

chusetts yield to the Senator from Georgia?' 
l\lr. LODGE. Certainly. 
Mr. SMITH of Georgia. The Senator probably was not in 

the Chamber when I stated that the committee desired to add 
to the cotton-damask schedule a provision including certain 
classes of novelties, but we are not prepared to present it this 
morning. ·when that paragraph is reached we wish to pass 
over it. Upon examining some of those novelty cloths we found 
they have a small proportion of very fine threads, perhaps a 
fourth of yery fine yarns or threads, and a large proportion of 
very coarse threads, and we thought they ought to be classed by 
themselves. We have in •iew a classification for novelty 
cloths which we are not prepared to submit this morning; so 
that when we reach the damask paragraph we shall ask to 
pa s over it. 

I desire to add that I have prepared a statement showing a 
large number of producers of table damask or towel damask. 
Towel damask, just in the next paragraph, will take the same 
25 per cent rate. I should have regretted it if we had been in 
the attitude of bringing in a measure that took care of a 
single industry, even if it "°as by inadvertence. It certainly 
would have been by inadvertenee if we had done so, but I 
~hould have regretted the inadvertence. Table damask always 
has been classed by itself. 

When we reach tlrnt paragraph I will give the Senate a list 
of a large number of firms, both in Philadelphia and in Massa
chusetts, that produce damask. I am glad to say that my 
investigation has relieYed us of what would have been an em
barrassment, through inadvertence, if the Senator's suggestion, 
made a few days ago, had been correct, that this bill singled 
out cotton table damask made by one firm only for a special 
rate of dutv. 

:Mr. LOD.GE. I am very glad the committee is considering a 
reclassification of what are known as the fancy weaves and 
novelties. I really think it is only just that they should be 
classed together, and not that one division should be set off by 
itself. -

l\1r. LIPPI'I'T. 1\1r. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Massa

chusetts yield to the Senator from Rhode Island? 
.Mr. LODGE. Certainly. 
.Mr. LIPPITT. The Senator from Georgia has suggested that 

he is going to bring in some other changes in this schedule. 
The change which he has brought in this morning, and which we 
are now discussing, is a very radical change. I understand he 
has other changes that are also very radical. It seems to me 
under the circumstances that it would be a yery wise thing for 
the Senators in charge of the bill to withdraw this paragraph 
until such time as they can present it to us with at least a 
day's notice of the radical revisions they are making, so that we 
may haYe a reasonable time in which to consider them. The 
changes about which the Senator is talking go to the root of 
the whole matter. They can not be discussed here offhand 
without consideration and without warning. 

Two years have been spent on this bill, and particularly on the 
cotton schedule. Now, at the very last moment, when the 
-Sena tors in charge of the schedule are going to urge us to take 
a vote perhaps within an hour or two, they come in and propose 
radical changes to it. Mr. President, that is not the way to 
-put before this body a matter of such importance as this para
graph. I think it only reasonable that the whole thing shall be 
passed over until it can be reported to the Senate at least 
with a day or two of notice of what is going to be proposed. 

Mr. LODGE. · Mr. President, although I think it would have 
been better if we could have had them all to consider before
hand, I am not disposed to find fault with any method which 
has resulted so far in what seems to me very marked improve
ment. But when the Senator from Rhode Island says this 
schedule has been under consideration for two years, I wish to 
say that I think it has been under intelligent consideration for 
only about two months, or perhaps two weeks; certainly not 
more than two months. I will go further than that, and say 
only since the day it went before the subcommittee of the 
Finance Committee. However I may differ from the members 
of that subcommittee in some of their conclusions, I have no 
hesitation in saying that I know they made every effort to in
form themselves in regard to this schedule. While I never had 

occasion to go before them about anything, I know they made 
every effort to inform themselves about it and to try to deal 
intelligently with it. In the case of the earlier efforts to which 
the Senator refers, which carue to llS from the House, dealing 
with the cotton schedule alone, intelligence was conspicuous 
chiefly by its absence. 

In view of the changes ~hich the Senator from Georgia pre
dicts, I shall not say anything more at this time in regard to 
the matter of the fancy weaves or novelties, but shall wait 
until I learn what is proposed along that line. _ 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. I will state the proposed change. 
l\lr. LODGE. The Senator said he was going to ask to ha•e 

that clause passed oyer. 
l\1r. Sl\:IITH of Georgia. I will read the amendment that I 

hope to propose later to the paragraph dealing with damasks or 
cloths: 

Cotton cloth composed of threads or plied yarns made of singles of 
dltl'erent numbers. _ 

We are still considering whether or not that is a proper defini
tion of the cloth intended to be covered. 

l\1r. LIPPITT. Mr. President, will the Senator kindly read 
that again? , 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Docs the Senator from Massa
chusetts yield to the Senator from Rhode Island? 

Mr. LODGE. l\Ir. President, if I may make a suggestion, I 
do not wish to hold the floor indefinitely; but if this clause is to 
be J)assed over--

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. Yes; that clause will be passed oyer~ 
l\Ir. LODGE. The amendment which the subcommittee de

cides upon, I think, ought to be printed, so that the Senate can 
see it for a clay before it is taken up. In the meantime the 
ciause which the Senator has just read · as a tentative amend
ment will be printed in the REcoBD to-morrow, so that we can 
examine it then. 

l\Ir. SUI'IH of Georgia and Mr. S~\IOOT addressed the Ohair. 
The PRESIDI~G OFFICER. Does the Senator from Massa

chusetts yield, and to whom? 
l\lr. LODGE. Certainly ; I yield to the Senator from Georgia. 
l\fr. SMITH of Georgia. I stated that when the damask 

paragraph was reached we intended to ask to haYe it passed 
over. We hope to dispose of the balance of the schedule but to 
leaye that paragraph undisposed of. I stated at the time that 
we probably should bring in an amendment of the character I 
read a few moments ago. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. l\fr. President, will the Senator kindly 
repeat the language he has just read? 

Mr. Sl\1ITH of Georgia. Yes; I will read it in a moment. 
The difficulty about the matter, so far as our labor upon it is 

concerned, has been to reach a description-to put into words 
something that would cover the particular class of goods in
tended to be covered and not also cover a good deal else that -
we did not intend to co•er. Two or three times we have worked 
out a description and then have found that we were also describ
ing something else that ought not to have been coYered. The 
duty that we contemplated would have put the goods in a posi
tion where there would have been no competition at all from 
abroad. 

The language which we have in view is: 
Cotton cloth composed of threads or plied yarns made of singles of 

different numbers-
We contemplate adding that to the paragraph dealing with 

table damask cloths, with a duty of 25 per cent. 
l\ir. LIPPITT. Exactly where would it come in? 
1\fr. SMITH of Georgia. It would just be added to the para

graph (lealing with damask cloths. The damask paragraph puts 
a duty of 25 per cent on table damask. What we were contem
plating was to add this description of these novelty cloths, with 
a 25 per cent duty. 

l\Ir. Sl\IOOT. Mr. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER Does tlle Senator from Massa

chusetts yield to the Senator from Utah? 
l\:Ir. LODGE. Yes; I yield to the Senator from Utah. 
.Mr.' SMOOT. I wish to call the Senators attention to para

graph 257, tl1e one now under consideration, if. it is contem
plated adding those words to the damask paragraph; because 
in paragraph 257, on line 7, he uses the words " woven figured," 
and on lines 21 and 22 he also uses tha words "woven :figured." 
Does not the Senator think " woven :figured" should be stricken 
from this paragraph if he is going to add those words to the 
damask paragraph? 

1\Ir. SMITH of Georgia. No; because it applies to other goods 
besides these. '.rhese are not the only woven :figures, and these 
woven figures should remain with the 2! p~r cent duty as to 
woven-figured goods generally. In the damask paragraph, if we 
carry out om· present view upon further studying the subject, we 



3542 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-SENATE.- AUGUST 20, 

will impose a specific duty l:lJ.JOn a particular class of novelty 
goods. The work is largely done on the thread. The thread 
itself, as shown by the Senator from Rhode Island, has the 
noveltv attached to it. I think the Senator from Rhode Island 
had here a Ii ttle package of the threads and presented them to 
the Senate. They are largely made from that class of thread, 
as I understand. · 

Mr. SMOOT. Of course, I do not quite catch the full meaning 
of the amendment suggested, and therefore I will wait to see it 
in print. 

Mr. LODGE. l\fr. President, in regard to this matter of the 
yarns I belie\e it is a mistake administratively to abandon the 
count of the threads per square inch and come to the number 
of the yams in .the fabric as the test for the imposition of a 
duty. There must be a nece sary uncertainty if you base it on 
the number of the yarns. The Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. 
LIPPITT] has shown to the Senate the imperfection and the un
certainties in determining the number of the yarns even when 
done by the Bureau of Standards. But the average custom
house in£pector, without all the means and appliances which 
the Bureau of Standards pos esses, on looking at a piece of cot-
ton cloth, of course with a microscope, and telling the number 
of the yarns from looking at it, it is impossible that he should 
come within three or four numbers of the correct number, ex
cept by luck or guess. It is an uncertain way of determining 
the value of the goods on which the duty is to be levied. It is 
certain to lead to under1aluation and to the escape of the 
importer from the payment of the duties which the law intends 
to collect. 

Mr. President, if we must have the number of the yarns as 
the basis of the duty, I think it is a great advance to adopt the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Georgia to-day to 
make it the average number in a piece of cloth instead of the 
highest, as was the former test. But if the addition that is 
proposed by the Senator from Rhode Island is not made, when 
that perfecting amendment is adopted, the result will be a re
duction in the duty which the committee have decided to be 
fair, and they are not likely to have erred on the side of lenity. 
They have fixed a certain rate of duty. Now, they put in a de
sirable amendment, and without a further provision the effect 
of that desirable amendment, as I understand it, will be to 
lower the duties through these schedules, without any intention 
on their own part of lowering the duties, as I understand it. 

I really think the committee ought to take that into consid
eration; when they change from highest to average they ought 
to make such additional amendment as is necessary in order to 
secure the rate of duty which they have themsel1es reported as 
proper to be imposed. 

Now, l\fr. President, I pass to another point. I do not sup
pose my protest will have the slightest effect, but I want to 
make it. You will find in the bill, on page 76, line 21, and so 
forth, "cotton cloths, when bleached, dyed, colored," and so on. 
There are Senators who know-and if I blunder they will cor
rect me-but I understand there is a much wider gap between the 
bleached and dyed, and so forth, than there ls between the gray 
cotton cloth and the bleached. Am I wrong? 

Mr. LIPPIT'l'. No. 
Mr. LODGEJ. In a brief presented to the committee it ls 

stated that the number of operations in a cotton-printing estab
lishment is about 23-that is, in the print works. Of these 23 
operations only 6 appear in the process of bleached goods. That 
is, up to the point of producing the bleached goods there are 6 
processes and there are 17 that follow in order to produce the 
dyed and printed fabric. Yet bleached goods are given the same 
rates as all these other goods, dyed, colored, stained, painted, 
printed, woYen, figured, or mercerized. It can not be right to 
put bleached goods on the same plane with the others. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. The only difference would be in the· 
ad valorem. The difference would have to depend on the rela
tive value of the goods. That is where it leads to. 

Mr. LODGE. I understand the ad valorem, but unfortunately 
I do not think it will quite work out in that way. I think there 
ought to be a distinction drawn and they should not be given 
the same rate. The dyed, colored, stained, painted, printed, 
figured, woven, or mercerized should be put together. There is 
no fault to find with that. But I think the bleached should be 
separated from them and separated from the gray cloth in order 
to make a proper adjustment between the different processes. 

I reiterate what I have said many times. I am not now con
testing the rates at all. You make the rates too low, in my judg
ment; bnt whether you make them · low or high I want them to 
be adjusted so that they will be fair to all the different grades 
of manufacture. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Massa

chusetts yield to the Senator from Utah? 

Mr. LODGE. · Certainly. In fact, Mr. President, I yield the 
floor, for I have concluded all that I desired to say. What I 
have said is mostly in the way of protest against what I think 
are mistakes in the framing of the bill in the administrative 
rates. I am very glad to hear that there are to be even some 
slight improvements. I will not say slight, for if properly ar
ranged they will be very important improvements. If the Sena
tor will unite with his average number some provision that will 
prevent that average number from making a general reduction 
of all the rates, I think it would be a very great improvement 
upon the bill. I think he is contemplating a very great im
provement administratively and in every other way by the 
change which he suggested in the cotton damask schedule. I 
sincerely hope those changes will be made. 

M1·. SMOOT. I was simply going to call the Senator's atten
tion to a further fact in connection with the statement he has 
just made. Where the cloths are dyed they are dyed with col
ors carrying a rate of duty of 30 per cent. 

l\Ir. LODGE. Certainly, and the bleached--
1\fr. SMOOT. I am only speaking of dyed cloths now. Of 

course, printed and mercerized--
Mr. LODGEJ. Bleached cloths, obviously, do not have to bear 

that expense. 
Mr. SMOOT. In the low numbers of cloths dyed a rate is 

provided of only 10 per .cent ad valorem. The Senator's ·objec
tion is a protest against putting the bleached cloth at the same 
rate as the dyed cloth, while the dye that is used for the dyeing 
of the cloth carries a rate of 30 per cent. 

Mr. LODG EJ. It is an incitement to bring in the dyed cloth. 
l\ir. SMITH of Georgia. A large part of the dyes are put on 

thefr~li~ · 
Mr. SMOOT. All that are put on the free list are the alizarins 

and indigoes. All the coal-tar dyes that are imported into this 
country carry a rate of duty of 30 per cent. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. All vat dyes Me put on the free 
list. 

Mr. S::\IOOT. The Senator can not say that alizarin is a ·mt 
dye. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. It is so classified in the trade. 
l\fr. SMOOT. Alizarins are used in dyeing cloth in the same 

way as coal-tar dyes, whether they be brown, red, scarlet, or 
any other color. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. But the dyes that are used, I un
derstand, in the finest goods are the dyes that we put on the 
free list. The sulphur dyes are not on the free list. 

Mr. SMOOT. What does the Senator mean by sulphur dyes? 
Mr. SMITH of Georgia.. I am not sure that I know beyond 

the fact that the classes of people who make the cheaper goods 
in addressing us said that we left their dyes taxed and the tariff 
is the lowest on their goods and the dyes used for the finer goods 
we put on the free list. I am repeating the statement some
what like a parrot, as it has been presented to me in communi
cations and discussions of the subject, because I know nothing 
about it from the standpoint of being inside of a factory nnd 
seeing the work performed. 

Mr. SMOOT. The very finest color and the most delicate 
shade of cloths are dyed from coal-tar dyes provided for in 
paragmph 21 of the bill carrying a rate of 30 per cent. It is 
true that alizarin and colors obtained from alizarin are on the 
free list. So is indigo on the free list. The reason why indigo 
was put on the free list was because it is used in the cotton 
mills of the South in dyeing denims. The fine cloths are dyed 
generally with coal-tar dyes enumerated in paragraph 21. 

l\Ir. GALLINGER. Mr. President, the interest that I ha,·e 
felt in this schedule and the inquiries that I have made con
cerning it have led me to the conclusion that no subcommittee 
of the Democratic side gave more patient and intelligent con
sideration to the problems they had in band than the subcom
mittee on this schedule. It gives me pleasure to publicly 
express my appreciation of the industry, the courtesy, and the 
intelligence the Senator from Georgia [Mr. SMITH) brought to 
the consideration of these problems. I realize how difficult it 
would haye been for.me, with a much longer legislative experi
ence than the Senator from Georgia has had. to be able to 
master even to any considerable extent the rates and the cla i
fica tions that are required to reach fair and just conclusions. 

I think I am safe in saying that the Senator from Georgia 
appreciates to-day, as he did not when he took up this ques
tion, the great difficulties he had to contend with, and I think 
I am justified in saying now what a distinguished Democratic 
Senator suggested to me, that a very much abused former 
Member of this body, a Republican, deserves great credit for 
the grasp he had of thes.e difficult and perplexing p1·oblems. 

There is trouble more or les~ in adjusting fairly matters con
nected with the paragraph now under consideration. I wish to 
say that when we reach paragraph 2G7 I will want to call the 
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attention of the Senator from Georgia to what I think are 
some \ery serious mistakes in that paragraph. 

l\Ir. JOHNSON. l\Ir. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICEH. Does the Senator from New 

Hampshire yield to the Senato!' from l\Iaine? 
l\Ir. GALLINGER. I do. 
:Mr. JOHNSON. The Senator refers to the industry in 

Keene, N. II.? 
1\1r. GALLINGER Ye ; and also in . Barnstead, N. H. 
.Mr. JOHNSON. We have it under consideration. 
:\fr. GALLINGER. I am glad to know that. I ha-ve corre

spondence and I have samples. I do not want to use a single 
unnecessary · moment now in discussing even this schedule, 
because I am anxious that this bill will be proceeded with as 
rapidly as possible; but I was going, when that paragraph was 
1·eached, to ask the subcommittE.e if they would not take what 
I ham in my possession and give fresh consideration to the 
paragraph, because I feel sure that unintentionally an injus
tice bas been done to one phase of that manufacture. 

In view of that, Mr. President, I want to ask the Senator 
from Georgia, inasmuch as he proposes changes in the para
graph now under consideration, if it might not be well to pass 
or-er, perhaps not all the schedule but all controverted para
graphs, ~o that the subcommittee could give a little further 
attention to them, and come in here very likely with proposi
tions that would meet the acquiescence of us all. I do not 
want to be factious or obstructi>e, or to undertake to force my 
individual views upon the other side, which I know would be 
futile, but I think probably we would make more speed if the 
committee would pursue that course rather than ask us to 
vote upon these matters at the present time. . 

l\lr. SMITH of Georgia. The only change, l\Ir. President, I 
believe, in the paragraph under consideration is the one I have 
suggested. When we reach the damask paragraph we wish to 
attach, if we can, certain specialties with a specific rate, and 
for the present I will ask to hnye it passed. I beliern to have 
the balance out of the way will make it ea ier for us to work 
on the damask paragraph. The other changes that we make are 
not material. When we reach the final paragraph we will ask 
to restore the words " whether composed in part of," which are 
stricken out. These changes are very simple. The important 
additions we will probably make will be on damask. I should 
like \ery much to get rid of the balance of the schedule and 
save that one paragraph for our special study. 

l\fr. PENROSE. Mr. President, I intro<luced an amendment 
this morning to the hosiery paragraph, concerning which I 
should like to make a few explanations to the Senate. I will 
not baxe my data ready until to-morrow, and I would ask the 
Senator from Georgia to kindly pass over the hosiery paragraph, 
as I shall be out of the Chamber when it is reached. 

l\fr. S~HTII of Georgia. When we reach the hosiery para
graph I will do so. 

l\lr. PENROSE. I will be prepared to go on with it to-morrow. 
l\Ir. SMITH of Georgia. I am perfectly willing to pass it 

oYer to-day. . 
Mr. WEEKS. I wi h to ask the Sena tcr from Georgia if the 

specialties which he refers to as those which they have under 
consideration in the damask paragraph are the products of the 
Jacquard loom? 

l\fr. SMITH of Georgia. I think the work is done on the 
threads before they are woven. 

Mr. LIPPITT. Mr. President, I must ronfess that the situa
tion in which this paragraph is now left is one that gives me 
per11lexity. I bad giYen it some consideration, and I thought 
I wa prepared to discuss it in some way, but the changes that 
haYe been suddenly made here are revolutionary. As regards 
the damask paragraph, I ha\'e an amendment, which I proposed 
yesterday, which I had intended to offer for the consideration 
of the Sanate. Whether I do it or not in the form in which I 
proposed it depends upon what is done with some of these other 
things. 

It is rn eyident to my mind that the difficulties and, if I may 
1rny o, the inconsistencies of this cotton schedule as it has beeu 
drawn up and presented to the Senate ba·rn appeared so plainly 
to the minds of the gentlemen particularly in charge of it that I 
do feel it would be >ery much fairer for everyone if the com
mittee would take the whole thing under consideration, digest it, 
and bring in to us here for our consideration and discussion a 
settled policy. How can anybody undertake to discuss intelli
gently a long and intricate schedule like this, the component 
parts of which oyerlap and interlock each other in many dif
ferent ways, when we are told they think they are going to 
change it in this way and perhaps may be changed in some other 
way? Of course the gentlemen on the other side haye the power 
to go ahead \Tith it as they think it wise, but the situation 

seems to have Teacbed a point where I should think it needed 
further digestion. ' 

The P RESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CHILTON in the chair). 
The question is on the amendment of the Senator from Georgia 
to the amendment of the committee. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Let it be stated, Mr. President. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amt~ndment will be stated. 
'rhe SECRETARY. On page 7, line 8, strike out "highest" and 

insert "ayerage," and in line 22 strike out "highest" and 
insert "average." 

Mr. LIPPITT. Before that question is put I should like to 
ask the Senator from Georgia whether among the other changes 
there is any possibility of his also changing the differential be
tween yarn and cloth, as has been sugge ted here. It would 
make all the difference in the world as to how we should Yote 
ou this amendment. If the differential is to be taken under 
consideration and possibly changed, I should vote for this 
amendment. If there is to be no change in the differential, I 
think it is a very unjust amendment. 

1\Ir. SMITH of Georgia. It is not our purpose to change the 
differential. The differential stands at 2-!, the difference be
tween the cloth and the yarn. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs on agree· 

ing to the amendment of the committee as amended. 
Mr. LIPPITT. I have an amendment which I have offered 

to paragraph 268, which includes the amending of paragraph 
257 by striking out the words "woven-figured." 

The PilESIDI"NG OFFICER. Does the Senator offer that 
amendment now? 

l\Ir. LIPPITT. I was going to offer it when we came to 
paragraph 268. I presume I will not find myself in any parlia
mentary difficulty if it is left until that time? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER The Chair should think not. 
Mr. LIPPITT. I would prefer to leave the amendment until 

we get further along in the bill. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 

the amendment of the committee as amended. 
The amendillent ns amended was agreed to. 
The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in 

paragraph 258, page 77, line 12, after the word "piece," to 
strike out "or cut in lengths,". so as to make the paragraph 
read: 

258. The term cotton cloth, or cloth, wherever used in the paragraphs 
of this section, unless othenvise specially pro>ided for, shall be held 
to include ali woven fabrics of cotton, in the piece, whether figured, 
fancy, or plain, and shall not include any article, tl.nlshed or unfinished, 
made from cotton cloth. In the ascertainment of the condition of the 
cloth or yarn upon which the duties imposed upon cotton cloth are 
made to depend, the entire fabric and all parts thcrof shall be included. 
The number of the ya1.:11 in cotton cloth herein provided for shall be 
ascertained under regulations to be presclibd by the Secretary of the 
Treasury. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The SECRETARY. In this paragraph, after the word" included," 

page 77, line 17, the Senator from Georgia offers an•amendment. 
Mr. S::\IITH of Georgia. It is a committee amendment. 
The SECRETARY. It is proposed to insert: 
In counting the threads all ply yarns shall be separated into singles 

and the count taken of the total singles. 
The factors of count, length, condition, and weight shall be taken as 

found in the fabric as imported. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 

the amendment. . 
l\fr. LIPPITT. Does thut mean that a threaC! that is weighted 

shall be weighed without any attempt to remove the weighting 
material from the thread i I dv not know whether the Senator 
is aware to what an extent in the manufacture of cotton cloth, 
in England particularly, weighted materials are used. They are 
very uncommon in this country, but it is usual in the South 
American trade and in the trade in other parts of the world. 
The English cloth is frequently weighted to the extent, I am 
told, of 20 and 25 per cent. By "weighted" I mean that mate
rial other than cotton is used to produce the \veight. 

I know that not long ago some people in New England sent a 
representative to South America to investigate the possibilities 
of an export trade with those countries. The gentleman who 
went was a \ery efficient expert in the business. He spent two 
or three months in a careful examination of the situation, and 
bis report was that unless the people in ~ew England were pre
pared to weight their goods artificially they would ha•e no 
chance in competing 'vith the English products in those coun
t r ies. There are some cases-I .am >ery sorry I ha\e not the 
samples here; I have some ornr at my office--in which the 
goods are filled with materials so that while the weight of the 
thread as it actually appears in the cloth might be No. 30 
thread, it would easily be as coarse, perhaps, as Xo. 20. I tMnk 
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the customary wny in all such cases is simply to \.ash or boil 
the fabric a little, so that any extraneous material may be re
moved. I think the gentlemen who are familiar with the cus
tomhouse could explain that to the Senator in such a way that 
he would see the point and not insist on an amendment that 
would prevent manifestly foreign material from being removed 
from the cloth before the size of the thread was determined. 

l\Ir. SMITH of Georgia. Mr. President, I will ask to pass over 
that paragraph for the pre ent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the para
graph will be passed over. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. I will say to the Senator and to the 
Senate tlrnt the object of that provision was to facilitate the 
measurement of the average thread so that an inch of cloth 
or more than an inch of cloth which was to be.measured could 
be handled without separating the thread. 

The suggestion of the Senator that the boiling process, or the 
process which could be had without unraveling the thread to 
make a complete removal of the foreign matter, is one that we 
may wish to take under consideration. There was no purpose 
intentionally to add the weight, but to facilitate the measure
ment by space without unraveling. 

Mr. LIPPITT. I presumed that was the case. 
Mr. SMITH of Georgia. I think it very probable that a 

slight addition will obviate that trouble. I ask that that para
graph go over. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. }\fr. President, is that paragraph 258? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is passed over. 
Mr. BRAl'IT>EGEE. Is that the paragraph that has just been 

passed over? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Yes; it is passed over for the 

time being. 
Mr. BRANDEGEE. That was what I meant by the phrase 

·u passed over." It was n..>t passed or adopted by the Senate? 
Mr. SMITH of Georgia. No; the raragraph just passed over 

is paragraph 258-the definition of cloth. 
l\lr. BRANDEGEB. That is what I thought. In connection 

with that, if the paragraph is not going to be considered at 
this time, I want to a k the Senator what is the effect of chang
ing the language in line 10, on page 77, from the language of 
the old law, which was "in the paragraphs of this schedule," 
while in the proposed law the language is "in the paragraphs 
of this section"? This paragraph raads: 

The term cotton cloth, or cloth, wherever used in the paragraphs of 
this section, unles otherwise specially provided for, shall be held to 
include all woven fabrics of cotton. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. I thank the Senator from Connecti
cut for the suggestion. I think that should be "this schedule." 
As we have passed over the paragraph, I will look into it. In a 
number of instances we found it necessary to correct language 
of that sort. 

1\:r. BRANDEGEE. As I looked at it at first blush, if that 
language _stands it would lead to utter absurdity, because it 
would result · cloth, which might be woolen cloth, spoken of 
in this section, which is the dutiable list, being classified as 
cotton. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. I think the word should be " sched
Ule" instead of " section." 

.Mr. BRANDEGEE. I think so. 
Mr. SjfITH of Georgia. But I will look at it, as we shall re

turn to this naragr:J oh. 
The reading of the bill was resumed. 
The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in 

narnfil"aDh 250, page 78, line 2, after the word "fiber," to strike 
out "whether composed in part of" and to insert "or of which 
cotton or other vegetable fiber is the component material of 
chief yalue or of cotton or other vegetable fiber and," and in 
line 5, after the word " rubber," to strike out "or otherwise," 
so as to make the paragraph mad: 

259. Cloth compo ed of cotton or other vegetable fiber and silk, 
whethe1· known as silk-stl'iped sleeve linings, silk stripes, or otherwise, 
of which cotton or other vegetable fiber is the component material ot 
chief value, and tracing cloth, 30 per cent ad valorem; cotton cloth 
filled or coated. all oilcloths (except silk oilcloths and oilcloths for 
floors), and cotton window hollands, 25 per cent ad valorem; water
proof cloth composed ot cotton or other vegetable fiber, or of which 
cotton or other vegetable fiber is the component material of chiet value 
or of cotton or other vegetable fiber and india rubber, 25 per cent ad 
\alorem. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in paragraph 260, page 78, line 7, 

after the word " section," to strike out " whether in the piece 
or otherwise and," and in line 8, after the word "unfinished," 
to insert " not hemmed, 25 per cent ad valorem; hemmed, or 
hemstitched," so as to make the paragraph read: 

260. Handkerchiefs or mufflers composed of cotton, not specially pro
vided for in this section, whether finished or unfinished, not hemmed, 
25 per cent ad valorem; hemmed" or hemstitched, 80 per eent ad va
lorem. 

The PRESIDIN'G OFFICER. The question is on the amend
ment proposed by the committee. 

Mr. SMOOT. l\fr. President, I hardly understand the reason 
ot that change. Can the Senator from Georgia explain why 
~at change was made? 

Mr. SUI'l'H of Georgia. Does the Senn.tor re!er to strik.i.ug 
out the words "whether in the piece or otherwise and"? 

Mr. SMOOT. Yes; and inserting the words "not hemmed, 
25 per cent ad valorem." • 

l\!r. SMITH of Georgia. The object was to make a difference 
in the duty between hemmed handkerchiefs and mrrffiers, which 
go into a higher class, and the ordinary handkerchiefs, which 
fall in the cheaper class. We thought that on the chenper 
hand.kerchief 25 per cent was an ample duty, and that that 
d1fference should exist between the two. 

l\fr. SMOOT. That is true so far as the handkerchief is con
cerned, but my question to the Senator was in reference to the 
original paragraph which reads "whether in the piece or other
wise," while the paragraph as proposed to be amended reads: 

260. Handkerchiefs or mufflers composed of cotton, not specially pro
vided for in this section, whether finished or unfinished. 

Does that mean that a dozen or more of handkerchiefs could 
not enter in the piece? 

:Mr. SMITH of Georgia. It was to avoid any confusion in 
regard to cloth coming in in bolts of handkerchief cloth. 

l\fr. Sl\fOOT. What I am trying to get nt now is to ascert:i.in 
whether you have not changed the law and allowed that very 
thing. Let me call the Senator's attention again to the language. 
It now reads: 

Handkerchiefs or mufflers composed of cotton, not specially provided 
for in this section, whether finished or unfini hed'. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. It is the handkerchief itself, whether 
:finished or unfinished. 

l\Ir. SMOOT. It is the handkerchief or mufHer whether it is 
finished or unfinished. Will not that allow the handkerchief 
to be imported in the bolt or piece-a piece of goods that could 
be cut up into handkerchiefs? 

Mr. S~IITH of Georgia. I do not think so. I think that 
would fall under the ordinary cloth duty, and the words " fin
ished or unfinished " refer to hemmed or not hemmed. 

Mr. Sl\IOOT. If that were the case, it would be an unfin
ished handkerchief. 

l\Ir. SMITH of Georgia. The unhemmed handkerchief wo\1ld. 
be cut up into handkerchiefs. 

Mr. SllOOT. Hemmed is another step in the progress of the 
finishing of the handkerchief. You provide " not hemmed. 25 
per cent ud valorem " ; and if the handkerchiefs are hemniecl 
or hemstitched you provide a duty of 30 per cent ad valorem. 

l\fr. SMITH of Georgia. Well, the paragraph applies to them 
finished or unfinished; but when not hemmed the duty is 2:5 
per cent, and when hemmed it is 30 per cent. 

Mr. SMOOT. Of course I can see, l\lr. President what the 
original paragraph meant; that is, that handkerchiefs or 
mufflers coming into this country, whether in the piece or other-
wise-- · 

Mr. Sl\fITH of Georgia. In the piece or in the bolt. 
Mr. SMOOT. Certainly-whether they are in the piece or 

in the bolt or come in in any other form. 
Mr. LIPPITT. Will the Senator from Utah yield to me? 
Mr. SMOOT. Certainly. 
Mr. LIPPITT. The language "whether in the piece or other

wise" does not mean in the piece or in the bolt, but means in 
the piece or cut, or cut into small lengths. The term "len°th " 
is usually. considered synonymous with " piece." 

Mr. SMOOT. I understand the word "piece" to mean an 
individual handkerchief, one piece ; but, in the broad sense, r 
suppose the Senator from Rhode Island is correct in saying that 
"piece" means "bolt," otherwise it miO'ht be construed to cover 
a bolt that might be cut into single handkerchiefs. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. The paragraph as we have it, as I 
understand, applies to handkerchiefs cut. 

Mr. SMOOT. In the way the paragraph stands, it will apply 
to them anyway; it will apply to handkerchiefs in the bolt or 
in the piece, and I do not be1ieve it will make any difference iu 
the meaning of the paragraph by making the proposed change. 

While I am on this subject, Mr. Pre ident, I will ask, Does 
the Senator believe that the 5 per cent differential between the 
cloth itself and the hemstitched handkerchief is sufficient? 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. We found tbem just the same in the 
House bill,. and we made a difference of 5 per cent. 

Mr. SMOOT. You found them'l 
Mr. SlliTH of Georgia. Yes; we found a duty of 30 per cent 

on each. and we reduced the tmhemmed 5 per cent, so as to 
· make a difference in the rate of duty between the hemmed and 
un.hemmed handkerchiefs. 
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l\Ir. Sl'iIOOT. I nm not tnJking about the unhemmecl hand
kerchief. I am talking about the hemstitched handkerchie f. 
The cloth which comes into this country, out of which hemstitched 
handkerchiefs are made, under the Senate amendment carries a 
rate of 25 per cent ad vaJoreni. You ba\e retained upon hemmed 
handkerchiefs the IIou e duty. Tile most highly finished hand
kerchiefs, those hemstitched, you only provide 30 per cent on 
the handkerchlefs made from the same cloth. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. We thought 5 per cent was a proper 
difference to be provided for in the bill, it having come to us 
from the Honse with no difference between them at all. 

111r. SMOOT. That evidently, as the Senator himself admits, 
:was an error. There is not any question about that. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia . If we had not thought we were im
proving the bill by the change we would not have made the 
change. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. Pre ident, the committee have not in
creased the duty on the hemstitched handkerchief; they leave 
the hemstitched handl~erchief just as it was provided for in 
the House bill, but they did on the unhemmed handkerchief 
reduce the duty from 30 to 25 per cent; or, in other words, the 
unhemmed handkerchief that is made from Irish linen-and 
the cloth is not made in this country--carries exactly the sam~ 
rate as the cloth itself, while in the highly :finished hemstitched 
handkerchiefs there is only a 5 per cent differential allowed, 
which every manufacturer of those goods in this country as
serts is not sufficient to equalize the difference in cost between 
making the handkerchief in Ireland and ma.kin"" it in this coun
try. The case would be a little different if the cloth \\ere mad'3 
in this country; but it is not made here, nor can it be made 
here. Therefore, Mr. Presi ent, it seems to me that we shall at 
least partially ~acrifice this business upon the higher and the 
finer grades of hemstitched handkerchiefs. 

I am not, however, going to offer an amendment. I simply 
roll the attention of the Senator to these facts. . 

Tbe PRESIDii',.G OFFICER (I\Ir. Hou.rs in the chair). The 
question is on agreeing to the amendment of the Committee on 
,Finance in paragraph 260, which has been stated. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was. in 

paragraph 261, page 78, line 14, after the word " value," to 
insert "or of cotton or other vegetable fiber and india rubber." 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in parngrnph 2G1, page 78, line 18, 

after the words " ad valorem," to insert: 
All of the foregoing wbcn composed of cotton in combination with 

flnx. hemp, or ramie, or of cotton with flax, hemp, or ramie and india 
r uLbet', 35 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. Sl\100T. l\Ir. President, I desire to read that before we 
puss· upon it to see if I understand it pro1)erly. I wns wonder
ing if the amendment will not conflict with another portion of 
the paragraph. Tlle Sen. tor will see that the paragraph begins: 
. Clothing, ready-made, and articles of wearing apparel of every descrip

tion, composed of cotton or other vegetable fiber-

Now note-
~~i~j ~~~~ cotton or other vegetable fiber is the component material of 

That clothing may be made from a vegetable fiber of which 
cotton is the component material of chief value and the bal
::rnce of the component pnrt of that cloth may be rubber or hemp 
or ramie; and if so, under the first part of this paragi·aph it 
wm catty a duty of 30 per cent ad Yalorem. 

'I'he committee proposes an amendment, beginning in line 18, 
after the words "ad valorem," reuding: 

All of the foregoing when composed ot cotton in combination with 
fia:x:. hemp, or ramie, or of cotton with .flax, hemp, or rami-e and incUa 
rulil.Jer, 35 per cent ad v:tlorem. 

Under the first part of the paragraph clothing made in com
bination with flax or made in combination with hemp or raroie 
or with india rubber would carry 30 per cent, whereas under 
the second part of the paragraph if the cloth is composed of cot
ton in combination with the enumerated articles it would carry 
a duty of 35 per cent. 

When a raincoat, for instance, enters this country and the 
customhouse officer examines it and finds that the component 
material of chief rnlue in it is cotton and, therefore, that it 
falls unde_r paragraph 261, what is be going to do? Is he going 
to assess it at 30 per cent under the first pror'ision in the pnra
graph or is he going to nsseBs it at 35 per cent under the second 
provision? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President--
Ur. SMITH of Georgia. It would bear the rate narned-35 

per cent-if mnde in combination with flax:, hemp, or ramie. 

Mr. S)fOOT. But the first part of· the paragraph is just a-s 
specific, because it provides that jf-
composed of cotton or other vegetable fiber . or of wbich cotton or otiler 
vegetable fiber is the component material or chief value, ot· o:i' cotton or 
othe1· vegetable 'fiber and lndla rubber-

It shall bear a duty of 30 per cent. 
:Mr. GALLINGER. l\fr. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Utah 

yield to the Senator from New Hampshire? 
Mr. SMOOT. Certainly; I yield to the Senator. 
Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, it is so refreshing to find 

an increase of duty proposed in this bill th::i.t I hope the Senator 
from Utah will not make any trouble about it. For my part I 
am very glad to see the increased rate, and e\'en though there 
may be a little conflict, why not let it go? 

l\fr. SMOOT. l\fr. President, I am not worried about the in
cr~ase, but I do not want the manufacturers of this country to 
think f:?at they ar~ going to get 35 per cent duty when they are 
not gorng to get ·1t, because under the first provision of the 
para.graph the very items which it is subsequently provided shall 
carry 35 per cent will come in at 30 per cent. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, the Senator from Utah 
must know that there are pleasures in anticipation. Let the 
rnnnufacturers imagine thnt they are going to get a little addi
tional duty and learn afterwards that they are not. 

Mr. Sl\IITH of Georgia. We are now assured that there are 
fibers besides the three named that are used with cotton. The 
first. portion applies to fibers other than those subsequently 
specifically named, and was so intended. It was left there 
because we were told by officers of the Government that there 
were a number of other fibers besides the three named which 
a~·e u;rtted ~ith cotton and come in in that way. Cotton in com
bmation tnth the fibers sv.ecificallJ named will carry a duty of 
35 per cent, and the first part of the paragraph providing a duty 
ot 30 per cent will apply to other fibers. 

Mr. SMOOT. The trouble with that is that in the fi1•st part 
of the paragraph there is a specific provision put there by an 
amendment of the Finance Committee of the Senate coY~.ri.ng 
" cotton or other vegetable fiber ant.1 india rubber " ; and in the 
second part of the paragraph is inserted the words " or ramie 
and india rubber." ' 

~Ir. P resident, I only call attention to the fact, and am not 
gorng to make any further observation regarding it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment reported by the cohlmittee. . 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The reading of the bill was resumed. 
The next amendment of t.he Committee on Finance was in 

paragraph 261, page 78, line 22, after the word " section ,: to 
strike out "25 ' and insert "30," so as to read : ' 

Shirt collars and cuffs of cotton, not specially provided for in this 
section, 30 per cent ad valorem. 

The amendment was agreed to . 
'l'he ne:tt amendment of the Committee on Finance was in 

paragraph 262, page 78, line 24 after the word " velvets ,: to 
!~sert "plush or velvet ribbons"; aud in line 25, after the ~ord 

corduroys," to insert "chenilles," so as to read: 
26~. Plashes, velvets, plush or velvet ribbons, velveteens, corduroys, 

chemllesJ and. all pile fabrics, cut or uncut, whether or not the pile 
covers tne entire surface, etc. 

The amendment wns agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in paragraph 262, page 79, line 2, 

after the word " composed," to insert " wholly or in chief 
value." 

l\Ir. LIPPITT. Mr. President, I should like to ask the Sena
tor from Georgia whether he <loes not think it would be wise to 
make the language of this bill uniform in regard to what is 
here proposed? So far in this schedule wherever the idea. con
veyed by the words "wholly or in chief value" is expressed it 
has been expressed by saying, "composed of cotton, or of whlch 
cotton is the component material of chief value." I took occa
sion yesterday to point out that in the textile sclledules there 
had been six different forms of language used to express the 
same idea. 

lUr. SUITII of Georgin . l\Ir. President, I am perfectly willing 
to accept the suggestion of the Senator from Rhode Island. 

Mr. LIPPITT. I only make the suggestion for the S'ake of 
avoiding litigation.. There are seYeral other places throughout 
the bill where I think it would be much improyed by having the 
language uniform. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will inquire if the 
Senator from Rhode Island has offered an amendment? 

l\1r. LIPPITT. I did offer an nmendment. nncl I understood 
the Senator from Georgia to accept it, that tl1ete should be sub-
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stituted for the words "wholly or in chief value" the words 
"of cotton, or of which cotton is the component material of 
chief value." 

l\Ir. HUGHES. The language should be "composed of cotton 
or other vegetable fiber, or of which cotton or other vegetable 
fiber is the component material of chief value." 

l\lr. LIPPITT. The Senator from New Jersey is quite cor
rect; that is the way in which it should be stated. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will state the 
amendment to the amendment. 

l\lr. SMITH of Georgia. 1\fr. President, the reason . for the 
change in language there was to make clear the exception just 
following. " except flax, hemp, or ramie." 

l\lr. SMOOT. I take it for granted that the reason for ex
cepting flax, hemp, or ramie was that they are pro\ided for in 
paragraph 280. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. Yes; they are proYided for else-
where. 

Mr. SMOOT. '.rn paragraph 289? 
l\Ir. SMITH of Georgia. I think that is the paragraph. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will state the 

amendment offered by the Senator from Rhode Island. 
The SECRETARY. In place of the amendment proposed by the 

committee, in line 2, after the word "composed," it is proposed 
to insert the following words: 

Of cotton or other vegetable fiber, or of which cotton or other vegeta
ble fiber is the component material of chief value. 

l\Ir. S.MITH of Georgia. I will ask the Secretary to read the 
whole sentence, including the words " except flax, hemp, or 
ramie." 

The Secretary read as follows: 
Any of the foregoing composed of cotton or other vegetable fiber or 

of which cotton or oth<'r vegetable fiber is the component material of 
chief value, of cotton--

Mr. HUGHES. The words "of cotton or other vegetable 
fiber" should be stricken out and it should go on "except flax, 
hemp, or ramie." 

l\fr. SMITH of Georgia. Mr. President, I am afraid the 
proposed amendment will not carry the meaning desired. 

Mr. LIPPITT. I think, l\lr. President, it would correctly 
carry the meaning if it were put in the proper form. If you 
ay "composed of cotton or of which cotton or other vegetable 

fiber, except flax, hemp, or ramie, is the component material of 
chief value," I think that would cover it. 

l\lr. SMITH of Georgia. Then the words " except flax, hemp, 
or ramie " would not apply to the expression in the preceding 
part of the paragraph, "composed wholly or in chief value of 
cotton." 

l\lr. LIPPITT. Certainly if it is composed wholly of cotton 
it carries the duty, or if cotton is the component material of 
chief value it carries the duty, but otherwise it does not. I 
should think those words might be inserted there subject to 
further consideration. 

Mr. Sl\IITH of Georgia. l\fr. President, I do not object to the 
usual language. The change of the language in this paragraph 
as we have made it was to have the exception of flax, hemp, or 
ramie apply both to the article when cotton was the material 
of chief value and also to apply to it when cotton or other 
vegetable fiber was the material of chief value. I am inclined 
to think that we llave expressed it better as it is than we 
would by adopting the change suggested. I believe if the 
Senator from Rhode Island will write out just what he sug
gests and will compare it with the language in the bill, he 
will see that we haT"e it more clearly expressed here than we 
can express it by the usual language. That was why we devi
ated from the usual language; so that " flax, hemp, or ramie'' 
would apply to the article composed wholly or in chief value 
of cotton or other vegetable fiber. 

Mr. LIPPITT. Why is it necessary when you say "if the 
article is composed wholly of cotton" also to have a provision 
that the duty does not apply if the article contains flax, hemp, 
or ramie? 

Mr. SMITII of Georgia. That is not necessary. It is the 
next provision to which the exception applies-" or in chief 
value of cotton." 

'l'he PRESIDING OFFICER. As the Ohair understands the 
situation, the amendment suggested by the Senator from Rhode 
Island--

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. I think we had better · hold to the 
present language. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER The Ohair understands that the 
amendment has been withdrawn, and the question recurs on the 
amendment offered by the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The reading of the bill wa$ resumed. 

Tbe next amendment of th2 Committee on Viu:mcc wns. in 
paragraph 262, page 70, line 3, after the word ·• flax," to insert 
" hemp, or ramie." 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was. in paragrnvh ~G2, page ID, line 6, 

after the word " cordu1:oys," to insert " chenille .'' 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question i on agreeing to 

the amendment. · 
l\fr. GALLINGER. 1\lr. President, I ask for a di Yision on that 

amendment. 
The PRE-SIDING OFFICER. The Senator from N"ew Hamp

shire asks for a di vision. Those in faYor oi the amendment pro
posed by the committee will rise and stand until counted: 

Mr. HUGHES. I ask for the yeas and nays. 
l\fr. GALLINGER. I will withdraw my suggestion if the 

Senator from New Jersey withdraws his. I will add--
Mr. HUGHES. I withdraw my demand for tile yeas and nays. 
l\Ir. GALLINGER. I will add that it grieves me to see only 

two Senators on the other side of the Chamber . 
. The PRESIDING OFFICER. 'l"'he Ohnir will i::tate that in 

that case it is proper to suggest the absence of a quorum. 
Mr. GALLINGER. I do not suggest the absence of a quorum, 

Mr. Pre ident. 
J\fr. HUGHES. I withdraw my demand for tlle yeas ancl nays. 
Mr. BRANDEGEE. Counting tlle Presiding Oflicer, there are 

three Senators on the other side present. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The demand for the yeas and 

nays. is withdrawn. The question is on agreeing to the amend
ment reported by the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The reading of the bill was resun1ed. 
The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in 

paragraph 262, page 79, line 8, after the word ".flax," to insert 
" hemp, or ramie," so as to reacl : 

Or other pile fabrics composed of cotton or other vegetable fiber, except 
flax, hemp, or ramie, 40 per cent ad valorcm. 

The amendment was agreea to. 
The next amendment was, on page 70, to strike out all of 

paragraph 263, in the following words : 
263. Curt:iins, table covers, and all articles manufactured of cotton 

chenille, or of which cotton chenille is the component materinl of cbid 
value, tapestries, and other Jacquard figm·ed uphol teL·y goods, com
posed wholly or in chief value of cotton or other vegetable fiber; any 
of the foregoing, in the piece or otherwise, 35 per cent ad valorcm; all 
other Jacquard figured manufactures of cotton or of ·which cotton is 
the component material of chief value, 30 per cent ad valorem. 

.And to insert : 
263. Tapestries, and other Jacquard figured upholstery goods wci.:i:h

ing over 6 ounces per square yard, composed wholly or in chief value 
of cotton or other vegetable fiber, in the piece or otherwise, 35 per cent 
ad valorem. 

Mr. Sl\fOOT. l\fr. President, I am glad to see that there is 
an amendment to the House provision; but I wish to call the 
Senator's attention to one thing that I think would be an im
provement to this paragraph. 

The provision in the House bill for Jacquard figured manu
factures of cotton is dropped, as the Senator knows. This 
leaves only the provision for tapestries and other Jacquard 
figured upholstery goods. To bring this provision into harmony 
with the corresponding prov"'ision in Schedule J, paragraph 203, 
and Schedule K, paragraph 318, the term "Jacquard figured" 
should be amended to read " woven-figured." This applies only 
to tapestry now. In order to harmonize the wording of the bill, 
both in Schedule J and in Schedule K, instead of " Jacquard 
figured" the words should be " woven-figured." 

1\lr. HUGHES. I will say to the Senator that I was clliefJy 
responsible for the use of the words " wo-ren-figured" in the 
other paragraph. I know something about textiles in a prac
tlcal way, and it seemed to me illat to describe a fabric as 
"Jacquard figured," and rely upon a description of that kind, 
would make several of the paragraphs extremely difficult of 
administration. That did not apply to tapestries. There is not 
the slightest objection, so far as I know, to the Senator's sug
gestion; but the application of the words "Jacquard :dgured" 
to tapestries, while it is out of harmony with the various other 
paragraphs, is sui generis in a way. So far as I know there 
are no figured tapestries that are not figured by a Jacquard 
machine. There are other figured textiles that are not figured 
by a Jacquard machine. 

1\fr. SMOOT. Mr. President, of course I know that there nre 
woven figured cloths of many kinds, woven upon attachments 
to a good many different kinds of looms. But it does seem to 
me that if we are going to be consistent we ought to be con
sistent clear through the different paragraphs. If in the future 
ta~stries can be woven on any but a Jacquard loom, it seems 
to me they ought to fall iu this paragraph; aucl if you are 

-
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going to use the words" woven figured" in one place, you ought 
to use them in another. 

~Ir. HUGHES. There is not much difficulty in determining 
whether or not the textiles made in the part of the country 
from which I come arc Jacquard weaye or not. There is great 
difficulty in determining that in other places. I did not ap
preciate it until we went into the investigation of the cotton 
schedule. As a matter of fnct, us the Senator from Ilhode 
Island knows, any kind of we::rrn can be made on a Jacquard 
loom. You can weave absolutely plain cloth on it, and it is 
frequently done. So the word "Jacquard " is not descriptirn of 
anything. 

Mr. SMOOT. Plain cloth is ne1er wo1en on a Jacquard loom. 
Mr. HUGHES. Yes; it is. 
l\Ir. SMOOT. If it is done, it is done because they do not pay 

any attention whatever to cost. It is too expensi"rn as a prac-
tical matter. • 

Mr. HUGHES. I will ten the Senator that it is dorn~ fre
·quently, for this reason: Sometimes it is less expensi"rn to run 
a short order through a Jacquard harness than it is to put up 
the harness and put in the shaft. For instance, an order might 
come in for 25, 50, or 100 yards of plain cloth, and the warp 

, and the attachments already on the loom would be equal to 
turning it out. In such a case they might run that plain cloth 
through the Jacquard loom. I have frequently seen it done. 
There is a Jacquard-woven piece of cloth, absolutely plain, the 
same as if it were run through a sllaft through which you 
could not weave anything but plain goods. Therefore I did not 
think the word was properly descriptive, and I suggested that 
the words "woven-figured" be substituted for "Jacquard fig
ured," as being more descripUve. It is conceivable that in some 
instances it would b-e more difficult to weave 1n a :figure by 
means of a shaft than it would be to weaye in a figure by menns 
of the Jucquard loom. So, as I say, the objection I had to it 
in the other paragraph did not apply to this particular para
graph, in my opinion. I can not see the slightest objection to 
mnking the change, though, so far as I am concerned. 

l\Ir. Sl\100T. Mr. President, I can not conceive of any condi
tion in a mill where a plain piece of cloth would be w-oYen on 
a Jacquard loom, unless it happened that the Jacquard loom 
stood idle when all of the other looms were in operation. 

1\lr. HUGHES. It would not necessarily follow that they 
:would do it even then. 

Mr. SMOOT. I do not care whether the warp is 600 yards or 
whether it is 20 yards. Before a piece of cloth can be woven 
the warp has to be drawn through the heddles, and it has to be 
drawn through the reed, and it has to be tied to the cloth roller 
to begin the weaving of it. 

Mr. HUGHES. But that may have been done already. 
Mr. SMOOT. Then, I say it would not have been done unless 

the Jacquard looms were lying idle and all the other looms in 
the room weFe busy. 

Mr. HUGHES. No; the Jacquard loom might have been 
,working on an order, nnd they might have come to the end of 

. the particular order, and they might hand the weaver another 
order which instead of enlling for a figure or a pattern simply 

~ called for a straigllt piece of clolli. It is true that it would not 
1 
tbe done as a matter of practice, and the Senator is substantially 
right in saying that it \\·ould only be done on a loom for which 

i.they had not any use at that time. It would be an expensive 
proposition, too. 

l\Ir. S.MOOT. Very expensirn indeed. 
Mr. LIPPITT. If llie Senator from Kew Jersey will yield to 

me for a minute, I only wish to say that I think he is quite 

~
' correct in his general statement that ordinarily tapestry goods 
are of such a character of decoration that it requires the 
Jacquard loom to make them. 

' Mr. SMOOT. Yes; but while the Senator has been speaking 
it has occurred to me that there are occasionally certain fabrics 
that are made for por1.iere purposes, and things of that kind, 

,.where the figures certniu!y could be made on what is ordinarily 
~ lplown as a dobl>y or rr shaft loom. Having used the words 
I "woYen-figured" oYer in the other clause, I should think prob-
ably it would be more uniform to do it here. 

Mr. HUGHES. I am inclined to agree with the Senator. I 
, hnd some difficulty in ex:'plaining my reasons for wanting to 
' substitute "woven-figured" for "Jacquard," and I got tired of 

I. it after: a while. I nm i1edect1y willing to accept that sugges
tion. I think it i more ac~arately descriptive of the method 
of making the cloth. 

Mr. S:~!ITH of Georgia. We really retained the word "Jac
quard • here because we thought we were striking out the term 
" Jacquard" too much; and as it was claimed that the only 
way these goods we1·e made was by means of the Jacquard 
loom, we were willing to recognize the term "Jacquard." But 

we are perfectly willing, as the Senator suggests, to put in 
"woven" in place of "Jacquard." With the appro\al of the 
Senator from New Jersey, we will change the word" Jacquard" 
to "WOYen." 

.!\Ir. JOHKSON. I think w-e had better consider that m::itter, 
Mr. President. 

1\fr. Sl\IITH of Georgia . • The Senn.tor from }.\Jaine, who is 
also upon our subcommittee, has just come in, and he suggests 
that he would like to ha•e the committee consider the matter 
further before we determine upon the change. 

l\Ir. SMOOT. Then the Senator will ask that it be passed 
oyer? 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. Yes; we will pass 01er that para
graph. 

Mr. WEEKS. Mr. President, before pnssing 01er the para
graph I should like to ask the Senator from Georgia what be
comes of curtains, table co1eTs, and other articles that were in 
paragraph 263 befo1·e it was amended? 

Mr. HUGHES. The Senator n"ill see that chenilles are car
ried in paragraph 262. 

Mr. WEEKS. I see that cotton chenilles are carried in para
graph 262; but I am not sure that table covers won1d come 
under that paragraph, and I am not sure that curtains would. 
A considerable industry has been developed in those article~. 

l\Ir. HUGHES. They are coyered as fully as I thlnk they 
were covered in the other paragraph, which read: 

Curtains, table coyers, and ull articles manufactured of cotton chenille. 
If they are manufactured of cotton chenille, they will be 

co1ered in the other paragraph. If they are not, they were in
tended to be cornred in an:.r e"Vent; and anything that is not 
spedfically pro1ided for, of course, \Till be classed as count
able cotton. 

llr. WEEKS. Do I understand that fujs paragraph applies 
only to chenille curtains? 

Mr. HUGHES. Ko. Paragraph 2G2 npplie to "chenilles and 
all pile fabrics, cut or uncut, whether or not the pile covers the 
entire surface. Paragraph :!63, as it came from the House, 
applied to "curtains, table coyers, and all articles manufac
tured of cotton chenilJe," meaning curtains of cotton chenille 
and table covers of cotton chenille, "and oth2r Jacquard-figured 
upholstery goods." 

Mr. WEEKS. I should like to make one more inquiry. Do 
bedspreads made on the Jacquard lcom come under this para
graph, as the bill is now framed, or do they come under para· 
graph 257? 

l\Ir. HUGHES. Bedspreads come under paragraph 257. 
1Ur. WEEKS. Is it the intention that they shall come under 

paragraph 257? 
Mr. HUGHES. That was the intention; yes. . 
l\Ir. WEEKS. I desire to ask the Senator from New Jersey 

if he thinks they are given sufficient protection under that 
paragraph? 

Mr. HUGHES. The.re is not the slightest reason in the world 
so far as I know for differentiating betw€en bedspreads and 
other wo1en-figured goods. I do not know of any. If the Sen
ator does, I shall be glad to have him state it. 

Mr. WEEKS. I supposed bedspreads were woven, not in the 
piece, but as separate articles. 

Mr. HUGHES. They are wo1en by the mile. [Laughter.] 
If they come in in the piece, they go into. the basket clause and 
take a high rate of duty; but they a.re woven like every 
other kind of .cotton cloth is woven. They are just ripped out in 
great quantities. While I do not wish to enter into the old con
troversy with the Senator as to the amount of protection neces
sary for American-made articles with reference to foreign im
portations, there is no reason that I know of for making a dis
tinction between ·an ordinary piece of woYen figured cotton 
cloth and a bedspread. 

Mr. WEEKS. Is there not a material difference in the cost 
of bedspreads, depending on the figures that the piece contains? 

Mr. HUGHES. We allow 2! per cent for decorating other 
cotton cloth, weaving a. figure into it, and the only thing they 
do out of the ordinary with reference to n bedspread is to wen.ye 
a figure into it. It lms been the custom hitherto, in the con
struction of tariff bills, to take some particular article and giye 
it a special rate. It seems to me they must huYe done it for 
some particular man. In a gren t many cases those things per
sist throughout llie yarious bil1s. Different tariff mnkern follow 
the old language, the old basis, the old method of construction. 
Occasionally Democrats fall into that error, too, I suppose in 
the interest of time and convenience. But just because you can 
designate this article eo nomine as a bedspread I .ne>er have 
been able to see why it should be given nny <liffere:?J.t treatment 
than that accorded to any other piece of cotton cloth "°hich is 
woven, figured, or jacquarded. 
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I am not taking issue with the Senator from Rhode Island, 
who says that all jacquarded cloths should be given a higher 
differential. That is not what we are discussing now. We are 
discussing whether or not bedspreads, because they can be con
\eniently named, should be treated differently. 

l\Ir. WEEKS. I should like to ask the Senator from New Jer
sey in what way he gives 2! per cent differential in this par-
ticular case? • 

.1\fr. HUGHES. .All cotton cloth which is wo-ven or figured re
ceives a differential of 21 per cent over cotton cloth in the gray. 

l\lr. LIPPITT. I should like to ask, if it is b1eached, whether 
it pays any more duty than a plain piece of cloth? 

Mr. HUGHES. No. 
l\Ir. LIPPITT. Then, I fail to see how the maker has any 

added duty for his product. He has in name, but in fact he 
has not. 
. Mr. HUGHES. The Senator knows that bedspreads may come 

in with a figure woven into them with the fabric in the gray; 
and another piece of cloth coming in in that condition would 
pay a rate of duty of 2! per cent less than a bedspread coming 
in in fuiq zyay. That is true, is it not? 

Mr. LIPPITT. That is true; but it is also true that the 
provision is so arranged that, manifestly, anybody woulll bring 
in fancy cloth in the finjshed condition, in which case be would 
pay absolutely no additional duty for the fancy figures. Instead 
of carrying out what I think was the manifest intention of 
the committee to make some distinction between figured cloth 
and u:Gfigured cloth, in practice I fail to see how they have done 
so at all. 

Mr. HUGHES. That is a general criticifm of the bill, which, 
of course, I was not discussing with the Senator. The Senator 
has discussed that. I was simply trying to show the Senator 
from Massachusetts [Mr. WEEKS] that there was not any reason 
for treating bedspreads in any different manner from that in 
which we treated other fabrics. 

lUr. WEEKS. I should like to ask the Senator from New 
Jersey if the department experts have advised the subcommittee 
that there is not an additional cost of manufacturing bed
spreads, for instance, over the cost of other cotton cloth'/ 

Mr. HUGHES. Oh, no; there could not be, in the nature of 
things. There could not be any greater cost in manufacturing 
bedspreads than certain characters of Jacquard goods, cotton 
goods. In fact, as the Senator from Rhode Island stated, I can 
think of a great many weaves which are far more entitled to 
consideration f;J:um mere Jacquard weaves. 

Mr. WEEKS. Is not the cost greater than it would be in p1ain 
cloths, for instance? 

Mr. HUGHES. Oh, yes; it costs more. I do not say that it 
does not cost more to make Jacquard cloth than it does to make 
plain cloth. I did not intend to convey that impression. 

Mr. WEEKS. l\Iy question was whether the tariff experts on 
cotton advised the subcomrr:ittee that bedspreads would be 
sufficiently protected by being put in paragraph 257? . 

l\fr. HUGHES. I do not know whom tha Senator means by 
"the tariff experts." 

Ar. WEEKS. I assume that the committee bas had the 
benefit of the advice of experts connected with the department. 

1\Ir. HUGHES. The examiners at the ports watching impor
tations state that there is not any particular reason for differ
entiating this article from any other. It has only been separated 
f1·om the great body of cotton fabrics by a tariff bill There is 
not any other reason on earth for it. It stands on precisely the 
~ame footiug as every other piece of figured cotton cloth in the 
world, ' except that it has bean treated in the tariff bill eo 
nomine; it bas been called a bedspread. That is the only 
different treatment. That is the only thing that differentiates 
it from anything else. If there should be a higher duty upon 
a bedspread because of the fact that it is Jacquard woven, 
there should be a higher duty upon all Jacquard-woven goods; 
and there are weaves and fabrics which, from the standpoint of 
the Senator, are entitled to a great deal more duty than an 
'01·dinary Jacquard-woven fabric. -

Mr. WEEKS. Ha:rn they been given it in this bill? 
Mr. HUGHES. They have been treated as Jacquard figured 

goods have been treated. 
l\lr. WEEKS. Just .one more question. Why is it that they 

are not entitled to as much duty as tapestry or damask? 
Mr. HUGHES. Speaking for myself, the reason I would urge 

for the duty that is put on damask is that it should produce 
some ~·eyenue. I do not think there is any need, from the pro
tective standpoint, of levying a duty upon damask; but I think 
more revenue will be produced there, perhaps, than at any other 
point. This is another instance of the survival of the old, old 
habit of treating commodities eo nomine. They get separate 
t·eatrnent for that reason. So far as I am concerned, I think 

perhaps it would be better to let them all take their chances in 
the general classification. 

l\fr. SMOOT. You would get more rev2nue in that way. 
1\Ir. HUGHES. Probably. . 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Paragraph 2G3 will be passed oyer. 
The SECRETARY. Paragraph 264 and paragraph 26:5 are also 

passed over. 
The reading of the bill was resumed . 
The next amendment of the Committee on Finance wa s, in 

paragraph 2G6, page 80, line 14, after the word "underwear,» 
to insert "and wearing apparel " ; and, in the same line, nfter 
the word "description," to insert "not specially provided for 
in this section," so as to make the paragraph read : 

. 266. Shirts and drawers, pant~, vests, union suits, combination suits, 
tights, sweaters, corset covers, and all underwear and wearing npparel 
of every description, not specially provided for in this section, mttde 
wholly or in part on knitting machines or frames, or knit by hand, 
finished or untlnished, not including such as re trimmed with lace, 
imitation lace or crochet or as are embroidered and not including 
stockin~s, hose and half hose, composed of cotton or oth'=!r vi>getable 
fiber, 3u per cent ad valorem. 

The Hmendment was agreed to. 
Mr. BRANDEGEE. Ur. President, cotton manufacturing is 

one of the chief industries of the portion of the State of Con
necticut in which I re~ide. I have here a great many communi
cations from the owners and managers of the mills engaged it;i 
that industry. I wish to read, briefly, u few extracts from a 
portion of the communications I h:i.ve received. 

The Falls Co., of Norwich, Conn., write me, through tlleir 
president, as follows: 

As manufacturers of cotton goods, we wish to enter our protest 
against the passage of the tariff bill now before Congress. 

We firmly believe that its enactment will paralyze tbe industry of 
cotton manufacturing for a long period. 

How a set of intelligent men can believe for a moment that the 
country can stand such a radical change all at once and survive is be
yond me. 

I have been in hopes that the Senate might stem the tide, but fear 
it hasn't the strength. 

.A director of the National Association of Cotton l\Ianufac
turers, a resident of my State engaged in the busines tele
graphs me: 

I believe the ·passage of the present Underwood bill would work 
incalculable harm to the cotton manufacturing industry of this country 
and all who are dependent upon it, :md I urge you to do all in your 
power to defeat it. 

The warden and court of burgesses of the borough of Daniel
son, Conn., write me inclosing a resolution which they adopted, 
as follows: 

Resolved, That we urgently request the chairman of the Ways and 
Means Committee of the United States Senate and House of Represent
atives, and the Senators and Congressmen from our district. that tbe 
cotton and woolen schedules in the proposed national tariff legislation 
be maintained substantially as at present. . 

The Lawton Mills Corporation, of Plainfield, Conn., writes: 
I want to enter our vigorous protest against the passage of the 

Underwood bill in its present form. If enacted, it means a 30 per cent 
reduction of wages and a loss to capital until business revives. ·we who 
a.re on the job know what we are talking about. History will repeat 
itself unless many changes are made on the cotton schedule before its 

pa~s~~· inclosing a copy of a letter which I wrote some time ago to 
Mr. Lewis W. Parker, and requested that he send a copy of same to 
Mr. U:r-..1>ERWOOD. Do everything you can to impress upon your col
leagues the serious menace of this bill if it goes into effect, and beg to 
remain 

Yours, truly, THEl L AWTo.· MILLS CORPOR.ATIO:N' . 
II. LAWTON, General Managet'. 

I ask that the Secretary may read the letter which Mr. Law
ton wrote to l\Ir. Parker, and a copy of which he inclosed to me, 
as it states very succinctly the position of these gentlemen upon 
this question. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. I s there any objection? The Chair 
bears none, and the Secretary will read, as requested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Mr. LEWIS W. PARKER, 
Greenville, B. a. 

MARCI! 24, HH3. 

DE.AR SIB: You will recall the writer as being the gentleman who 
spoke to you in the Ierchants' Club in New York two or three weeks 
ago as having in mind a few thoughts and views touching the tariff 
question with which the Democratic Party at the present time seem 
anxious to make history of, either for the betterment of the textile 
industry or for the setting back of same. It would seem strange to the 
writer that this question should be left for settlement in the hands of 
so many of our Congressmen and Senators who a.re so unfamiliar with 
the real facts and conditions pertaining to the best interests of the 
textile industries of this country. Tbis question should not be left for 
settlement by any such body of men, but, rather, it should be left in 
the bands of a com.mission entirely unbiased politically, and this body 
of men should be composed of men who are familiar with the textile 
industries of this country and competent to take up such a broad ques
tion and to take sufficient time to come to a correct conclusion pertain
ing to every detail, and same should be settled in a businessllke way 
once and for all time~ · 

Our people have been educated up to a certain standard of living, and 
if this standard is to be maintained, any interference by ta1·iff changes 
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ls going to work toward the setting back and not the uplifting o! the 
American workingman. 

'.fhe scale of wages which ls now paid in the textile industries o! 
New England is so far in excess of that paid in anY. other country that 
protection for the working people, as well as for the capital invested 
in the textile industl"ies, is absolutely necessary to the extent that the 
scale of wages now paid can be mamtained and capital can r~ceive a 
fair return and a liberal depreciation can be allowed, and the industry 
can be settled down to a fixed and steady condition, so that capital 
and labor may be allowed to prosper, which is their just right, without 
intei:ference, politically or otherwise. 

Why should we legislate In the interests of countries fl.Cross the sea? 
Wby should we travel so dose to the precipice when the road is broad 
enough so that all may travel safely and comfortably and not be in 
fea1· 0! 0 hardships from time to time as the political barometer may 
travel from one extreme to the other? In no other country under the 
i>un does the political barometer vary from one extreme to the other 
at the expense of business, only in the United States. The textile indus
try in this country bas been a footbal.l long enough, and this sort of 
condition should cease and the industry should be allowed to thrive 
without any further political interference. 

'.fhe Democratic administration and party, which have just come into 
power, have a great oppot·tunity before them. Never has a party had 
such an opportunity; but the opportunity will be thrown away unless 
just and intelligent action is taken in the many questions that seem 
to be up for adjustment at the present time, and the adjustments can 
be made in many of these questions if intelligent and judicious procedure 
is the watchn-ord of the Democratic Party. They can .become a great 
steadying factor in the political situation of the future. During the 
past 50 years there is very little to the credit of the Democratic Party, 
and I trust that the opportunity which lies before them now will be so 
plain that they will not, as in the past, let history repeat itself. 

How can it be expected that industries which have grown up with 
the country during the past hundred years or more should be left to 
the mercy of an incoming administration which shall fix duties pe1·
taining to same without intelligent investigation by a commission with 
all the data necessary to adjust same intelligently? No! The Demo
cratic Party stands for the downward revision of the tarill', whether 
or · no, intelligence or no intelligence, suicide or no suicide. Better go 
slow. gentlemen. Your great and last opportunity is before you. How 
can we pay 60 per cent to 80 per cent more wages in this country than 
"in England, France, and Germany and at the same time let down the bars 
of protection without crippling our textile and mechanical industries? 
lowering the wages of our workingmen, and giving capital no return. 
This condition can not be. The people will not stand for this sort of 
legi ·lation any length of time. .Just stop for a moment and consider 
the p1·ices which are being obtained for all kinds of crops which are 
rai ·ed by the fa.J.·mer in the West and the cotton grower in the South. 
Never in the history of the Nation bas such conditions prevailed. These 
conditions can not last very long if business Is upset to any great extent. 
We have already had two years of bad trade, and at the present time 
i t is growing steadily worse on account of tariff agitations and other 
agitations and investigations. The country is entitled to a period of 
rest and prosperity. Labor aggressions in all lines of trade are largely 
the result of keeping the pot boiling. Capital as well as labor is en
titled to good returns. One can not get along without the other, and 
both must be fail· and reasonable. 
. Eve1·y man is worthy of ).l.is hire--no more and no less. .Just so sure 
as the " Underwood bill " goes through in its present form just so 
sure will serious tl'Ouble result in the textile and other mechanical 
industries, and just so sure will the Democrntlc Party loose its great 
opportunity to become a g1·eat steadying factor in the future. The 
people in this country want peace in all mechanical and industrial 
put·suits. 
. I do not know as I have made myself plain, but I am speaking as a 
practical man who has been connected with the textile. industry during a 
period of 4"0 years as a practical worker and who knows something of 
the real conditions, thus adding what little I can in bringing about a 
condition of industrial peace, and beg to remain, 

Yours, truly, H. LA. WTOX. 

~Ir". BRANDEGEE. Mr. President, I do not intend to read 
or to ask the Secretary to read the communications I have here. 
I have communications from the Briggs Manufacturing Co., of 
Voluntown, Conn.; the Shetucket Co., of Norwich, Conn.; and 
many telegrams from commercial bodies in my State to the 
same general effect. 

I know that it is useless to offer any amendments to this 
.schedule. The Senator from Rhode Island has offered some and 
has some pending. Other Senators have offered amendments. 
I have voted for those amendments wberey-er they tended to 
m_itigate the asperities of the bill. They are promptly voted 
down. I shall content myself with voting against the provi
sions of the bill, the committee amendments, and the schedules 
from time to time as best I may. That is all I have to say. 

The next amendment of the committee was, ill paragraph 
267, page 80, line 22, after the word "garters," to strike o,ut 
" ribbons " ; in line 23, after the word " braces,'' to strike out 
" tapes, tubing, and webs or webbing " and insert " and fabrics 
with fast edges not exceeding 12 inches in width " ; and, in line 
25, to strike out "any" and insert "all," so as to read: 
· Bandings, beltings, bindings, bone casings, cords, garters, tire fabric 
or fabric suitable for use in pneumatic tires, suspenders and braces, 
and fabl'lcs with fast edges not exceeding 12 inches in width, all of 
the foregoing made of cotton or other vegetable fiber, or of which 
cotton or otber Tegetable fiber is the component material of chief value, 
or of cotton or other vegetable fiber, and india rubber. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I made an inquiry a little while ago con
cerning that paragraph, and the Senator from Maine suggested 
that it was to be further considered. 

l\lr. S~HTH Qf Georgia. I have two amendments which I 
wish to propose to it. After the word "belting," in the first line 
of the paragraph, I moYe to insert "belt ," and after the word 
" cords,'' at the end of the line, to insert " and tassels." 

Mr. GALLINGER. Are those the only amendments that he 
has to offer, I will ask the Senator? 

l\Ir. SMTTH of Georgia. No. 
Mr. SMOOT. I do not think it ought to read "cords and 

tassels." I think we ought to insert just "tassels" aud a 
comma, so that it. will take in both, whether it be a cord or 
whether it be a tassel. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. It is "cord, tassels." We wish to 
add the word "tassels." 

l\fr. HUGHES. Before the Senator finaliy accepts that, I wish 
to call his attention to the possibility of the article corning in as 
both cord and tassel. 

Mr. SMOOT. If both are enumerated in the paragraph there 
is no question that they would both carry the duty. They are 
both at the same rate. So there would be no question about it. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. Tassels bay-e the same rate. 
l\fr. SMOOT. Tassels have a rate. There would be a conflict 

if each had a different rate, but they have not. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment to the amendment 

will be stated. 
The SECRETARY. In line 21, after the word " beltings" and 

the comma, insert the word "belts'' and a comma, and in the 
same line, after the word " cords," insert " tassels" and a 
comma, so as to read : 

Bandings, beltings, belts, bindings. bone casings, cords, tassels, gar
ters, tire fabric, etc. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. SMOOT. The amendment proposes to strike out the \lord 

"ribbons." Where has the Senator taken care of ribbons? 
1\fr. SMITH of Georgia. That is taken care of. 
Mr. S~IOOT. In some other paragraph? 
1\Ir. S:~IITH of Georgia. It is in the same paragraph. 
Mr. SMOOT. The suggestion of the Senator from New Jersey 

[.Mr. HUGHES] bring3 to me what I was going to say. I might 
as well say it now. I suppose the Senate committee in making 
the all!endment striking out " ribbons, tapes, tubing, nnd ·webs 
or webbing" and inserting the words "and fabrics with fast 
edges not exceeding 12 inches in width" intends that the last 
provision is to cover all those items. 

l\fr. SMITH of Georgia. Yes; I think so. 
Mr. SMOO'.r. That has nei;er been done, of course, in any 

prenou_s tariff act . . These ve!:y items have been litigated on 
for years and years and decisions have been rendered time and 
time again. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. I will say to the Senator that the 
representatives of the Government in New York advise tllat they 
are still the subject of litigation and still unsettled, and we 
made these changes because they said, as a matter of adminis
tration, it would stop the litigation. What I know .about it is 
what I gather from that source. 
. 1\Ir. SMOOT. If the Senator had not interrupted me, I would 

have come to the point I intended to make. It is true, as the 
Senator has stated, and as I stated beforehand, that they have 
had continued litigation over these items. In fact, the ap-

. praisers have bad to rely entirely upon the testimony of the 
importers. 

The importers have proven that tapes were not tapes; they 
b,ave proven that trimmings did not come under this paragraph; 
they hav-e proven that webbing was not intended under the 
la'w to be what we commonly know to be webbing. I was 
going to ask the Senator if be fuonght those simple words would 
cover all that and in the future do away with the litigation 
which has been so prolific in the past. 

l\lr. SMITH of Georgia. 1\Iy opinion on the subject is based 
upon what I am advised by the Government representatives at 
the customhouse in New York. They suggested this language 
as language which would stop litigation, cover the subject, and 
simplify the future administration. 
· Mr. HUGHES. I will say to the Senator the difficulty I find 
with it is not that it fails to include various ai.:.ticles, but that 
it fails to include something that will be necessary--

Mr. SMOOT. I was going to come to that. 
Mr. HUGHES. It will be ·necessary later on in another para

graph to take note of the fact that this language has been 
inserted. The Senator will notice that the specifications are 
very general, indeed; that anything with two fast edges under a 
certain width--

Mr. Sl\f OOT. Under 12 inches; It does not make any differ
ence whether it is silk; it does not make any difference what 
i t ·is, of course, providing it is the component material of chief 
value. 
· Mr. HUGHES. Yes; the component material of chief value. 

Mr. SMOOT. Then it comes in under this paragraph and ·ialls 
under this rate. I thought ·that if all the rates were the erune 
there would be no conflict at all and it would make no differ-
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ence; but if some importation comes into this country with 
two fast edges and happens to be 11 inches wide it would fall 
under thi s paragraph, no matter what provisions it may fall 
under ordina rily. 

l\Ir. S~IITH of Georgia. The amendment we will offer a 
little later in this paragraph will be, in line 16, page 81, to insert 
" not specifically provided for in this section." The purpose 
was to specifically provide for them in the other portions o:f the 
section. 

l\Ir. Sl\IOOT. I wish to say to the Senator that amendment 
will help somewhat, but it does seem to me if we would enumer
ate the items we have already there, and then specifically state 
that it applies to the enumerated articles and that they shall 
not exceed 12 inches in width, and must have two fast edges, 
there could not be a question about what the law meant, and no 
importer or any other person could misconstrue its meaning. 

Mr. HUGHES. l\fy understanding of it is that, so far as band
ings, belting, bindings, bone casings, cords, garters, tire f.n.brics, 
and the articles that we have ·enumerated here are concerned, 
there is not much difficulty, but there are a number o:f fabrics 
which it is claimed do not belong in those classes, and which 
give the Treasury Department a great deal of trouble, will be 
caught by this language. The only trouble is that some other 
fabrics would also be caught by it unless they are specifically 
pro-vided for, and we propose to attempt to specifically provide 
for them. 

Mr. SMOOT. I hope the result will be a little better than I 
anticipate, but if not I think I have simply done my duty by 
calling attention to this matter. If Senators will take it into 
consideration and in the meantime become convinced that the 
wording would be a little plainer if it were worded something 
as I suggested, of course the amendment can be made when the 
bill gets into the Senate. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I ask the Senator from Georgia where he 
proposes to insert the words " not specially provided :for in this 
section"? 

l\fr. SMITH of Georgia. After the word "lace," in line 16, on 
page 81. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will ask the Senator if the committee 
has considered the matter of amending paragraph 368 in any 
way? 

Mr. S~~ITH of Georgia. Yes. . 
Mr. GALLINGER. Will the Senator be kind enough to state 

the amendment which may be suggested to that paragraph? It 
may save some time. I will say to the Senator I have no 
desire to consume time unnecessarily. 

Mr. SIDTH of Georgia. We have not prepared the wording 
of that paragraph which we will recommend, but we have in 
view, I am satisfied, what the Senator has in mind. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator, of course, knows what I 
ha -ve in mind. 

Mr. &\fITH of Georgia. We are simply preparing to reach 
that paragraph later on. 

l\lr. GALLINGER. I have samples, but I will not even per
haps exhibit them. They are very beautiful samples o:f classes . 
of goods made in a little town in New Hampshire, and they 
propose to extend the industry to other towns. They were 
introduced by an Austrian. 

Mr. HUGHES. That is one class which, strictly speaking, is 
lace, but it falls within this broad and general classification of 
fabrics. Being under a certain width and having two :fast 
edges it is one of the things included in the dragnet which were 
not intended to be included. It will make necessary other lan
guage later on. I will say to the Senator that I have seen the 
samples. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I presumed the committee had seen them. 
i\lr. HUGHES. I think there is not any doubt but that this 

language will include them, and it was not intended that it 
should do so. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I had hoped that the committee did not 
intend to include these fabrics with some others that -are 
named; as an instance, tire fabric; the fabric suitable for use 
in pneumatic tire.s. 

Mr. HUGHES. That is a lace. 
l\fr. GALLINGER. It would seem absurd to me. These are 

very beautiful goods manufactured, as I suggested, by a gen
tleman from Austria who established a little industry in Barn
stead, N. H., a little interior town~ I am going to read his 
letter; it is brief. 

BARNSTEAD, N. H., July 1, 191.S. 
Hon. JACOB II. GALLIKGER, 

United States Senate, Washington, D. 0. 
DEAR Sm : Please help us to keep tte tariff for featherstitched braid1 

edgings, and corset trimmings like samples we inclose at 60 per eem; 
duty, hich we are manufacturing in Barnstead. N. H. ' 

We have been the first in America who started to manufacture these 
1:oods nine years ago i.n Barnstead, N. H. 

We have worked very hard, · paid no dividends the fu·st . eight r ears, 
left the little pro.fit we made in the company to develop the business. 
and now the .tariff on th$e goods we manu:faC'ta:re shall be redaced 
fr<?ID 60 per cent to 35 per cent and less, which can not be done withou t 
inJury to our industry to such an extent that ow· very e::dstence w ill 
be a question in future. 

It ls sa~ that under. a 60 per cent duty 90 per e.ent of these goods 
used in thlS country is lIDported to the United States from Europe; a.ud 
ra~~:r:.omestic manufac~er, ean not compete with the foreign manu-

They undersell us right and left now under a 60 per cent duty. 
Note that these goods contain only from 35 to 40 per cent of In!lte

rial, 40 to 45 per cent labor, and 15 to 20 per cent overhead expenses.. 
The ma.nu!acturei·s in Europe get the material from 15 to 20 per 

cent cheaper; they pay only one-third to one-fifth as mue.h wages a.s 
we pay, and their overhead expenses a1·e only about one-half a~ much 
as ours. 

How shall we be able to compete with the European manufactu rers 
and make both ends meet when we have to pay from 15 to 20 per cent 
more f~r the material, from 65 to 80 per cent more wa.ges, after we 
had to rnvest more than twice as much for the plant and machinery as 
the same fru;tory and machinery would cost ln Europe? 

If the tanlT is reduced to 35 per cent, then we will have to r educe 
the wages accordingly or go out of business. 

I am born 8.!ld brought up in Austria, a.nd have since I am in Amer ica 
been in Europe twice, where I made a special study of our busine s so 
that I know exactly what I am talking about. ' 

Yours, very truly, 
· NEW HntPSHIRE AnTI S TIC WEB Co. 

F. ZECRA. 

It will take but a few moments, and I want to put in the 
REcoRD two more letters and then I will be done. Here is a 
letter from the secretary of the Keene Commercial Club. 
Keene is a city of 10,000 or 12,000 inhabitants. 

The writer says: 
KEE.. .... E CO:\Il!1iIBCIAL CLIJB, 

H 
Keene, N. H., July 9, 191.J. 

on. J A.Con H. GALLL'i'GEB, 
United. States Senate, 1Vashington, D. 0. 

DEAR Sm : I reallze the seeming absurdity of expecting a t a.rllf 
measure to be changed for the benefit of a New Hampshire indnstry, 
but thel'e is one phase of the pending bill to which I wonld fain call 
attention in the hope that you may see your way to try to obtain 
at all events a partial modification, which will still effect a cons id
erable reduction on the existing rate. 

Recently there was incorporated the Keene Artistic ·arrow Web 
Co., the term narrow web being applied to embroideries for cor setoi 
and other articles of ladies' underclothing. Manufacturers in this lino 
are not numerous, as I am informed that 95 per cent of the total amount 
CQD.Sumed e<>mes from Austria and Germany, where too wages of 
operatives are so low that the existing protection has enabled American 
manufacturers to realize only a legitimate profit, while some of t hem 
have failed to achieve any substantial success. The existing tariff is 
60 per cent, and it is proposed to reduce it to 35 per cent, the effect 
of which on an industry manufacturing 5 per cent of the total product 
sold in this country will be obvious. Either the industry must su ffer 
very seriously or there will have to be a substantial readjustment or 
wages. Granted that 60 per cent may be too high a ta.riff, is not an 
abrupt drop to a1most half too drastic a change? In the eastern 
part of the State, as well as in Massachusetts and Rhode I sland, 
there are factories whose business will be seriously interfered with, 
and as regards our new local enterprise plans have been held in abey
ance until it can be decided whether it is possible to operate a t a 
profit. Personally I feel the necessity of tariif reform ; but su rely 
this is an in.stance of reform going too far, a.nd I have been requested 
by the directors of the Commercial Club to ask you to use your best 
efforts to secure a modification of this schedule, on which it ls felt 
that a reduction of 10 per cent would be a substantial change, while 
15 per cent, or a duty of 45 per cent, would neeessitate thQ very 
closest figuring to make ends meet. The raw material is mercerized 
cotton yarn and silk, so that labor constitutes the chi_ef differential 
between this country and Europe. 

Assuring you that we shall appreciate whatever you may be able to 
accomplish toward aiding existing industries in the State and helping 
us establish a new one by preserving a reasonable measure of protec
tion and preventing such a revolutionary change 1n a tariff rate, I am, 

Yours, very truly, ""' 
WM. LITTLER, Secretary. 

I ailllwered that letter asking for certain information, and the 
same gentleman writes me as follows: 

Hon. J. H. GALLIKGER, • 
Washington, D. 0. 

KEENE COMlIERCI.AL CLGB, 
Keene, N. H., August 9, 1!J1J. 

DEAR SrR: I appreciate the courtesy of your letter of the 8th. As 
a result of what is undoubtedJy an error of classification, the fabrics 
which it is proposed to manufacture in the projected new industry come 
under -section 267. In order to post myself I took up the matter at 
the appraiser's office in New Yo1·k and learned that in consequence of 
expensive litigation with importers in the past the words " fabrics with 
fast edges, not exceeding 12 inches in width," had been used, so that 
the 30 per eent duty provided applies equally to a plain tape, such as 
is used for an apron string, as well as fancy ornamented fabrics, like 
the tnclosed samples. By reference to section 368 you will see that 
60 per cent provision is made for " braids made by hand or on any 
braid machine, knitting machine, or lace machine," though it so hap
pens that the fabrics in which we a.re inteJ:·ested are not made on any 
ot these machines, but on an elaborate loom with various attachments, 
although they are as elaborate as embroideries taking a higher duty and 
require highly skilled operatives. 

As explained in my former letter, only 5 per cent ot these goods are 
manufactured in the United States-at Pawtucket, R. I. Epsom 11nd 
Barnstead, N. H.-so that the oversight to which I am calling ·atten
tion will only benefit foreign · manufacturers and importers. Not to 
bother you with technicirl details, I may state that the plain braids are 
made on machines running 120 to 200 pie.ks to the "minute, where one 
operator can attend to four to eight machines, while the looms making 
these fancy fabrics only nm 40 to 120 picks to the minute, and one 
operator can not a ttend to more than two maeblnes and sometimes only 
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one. The wages in the former case are from $8 to $12 per week; in the 
other, $12 to $25. The 30 per cent duty will not cover the labor dif
ferential between Germany and tbe United States. 

The matter is a very serious one for Keene. The Barnstead concern 
proposes to establish a branch of their business here. A large sum of 
money has been deposited, land purchased, plans drawn, and proposals 
received, but unless a chan~e is made in the bill the project will have 
to be abandoned, as otherwise it can not exist. This industry has been 
developed by some brothers of Austrian birth in the face of the greatest 
odds, and it seems tough that a promising industry should be throttled 
inerely by reason of a question of grammatical construction or tech
nical description. 

These goods are known as fancy braids and trimmings, but in section 
368 yotr will see the words " trimmings not special-ly provided for," and 
the appraiser holds that they are p1·ovided for in section 267 in the 
words " fabrics with fast edges not exceeding 12 inches in width," 
although I believe I am not violating any confidence in saying he agrees 
that these goods ought to be differently classified. I have talked with 
a large importer in New York, who feels that the ambiguity of this 
clause will lead to expensive litigation, and it is believed that a satis
factory adjustment would be reached by the insertion of the words 
interllned in the inclosed copies of sections 267 and 368. This would 
leave the former clause, as originally intended, to apply to plain fabrics, 
while these fancy ·articles. which are luxuries, would be covered by 
section 368 as amended. These words have been approved by experts 
in the New York aopraiser's office, and men handling imports of this 
class of goods agree that they are adequately described as "braids 
loom woven and ornamented in process of weaving." Please note that 
this description is narrowed down to "braids," so that it could not 
possibly cause confusion. 

My appeal is absolutely nonpartisan. The Keene Development Co., 
which proposed to erect tliis new factory, is made up of leading hnsiness 
men of various political beliefs, and they are a unit in feeling that the 
bill as it stands will work an undeserved injury to a promising project, 
though it is also felt that the error is one of omission and not of 
commission. 

Telephoning a few minutes a.go to the president of the Barnstead 
concern I learned that he mailed you samples of his product some weeks 
ago, and I respectfully suggest that you refer to them. Then compare 
with a plain piece of braid and ask your colleagues whether it is 
equitable that they should have the same classification in view of the 
accepted facts as to the cost of production. The existing duty is 60 
per cent. It is obvious what the effect will be if it is reduced to 30 
per cent at one fell swoop. 

A soring you that we shall heal'..tily appreciate your cooperation 1n 
this matter, I am, 

Yours, very truly, WM. LITTLE:n, Secretary. 

That gentleman proposed two amendments, which I will read, 
to the section under consideration. He asks that the words 
" not specially pro>ided for in this section " should be inserted, 
which I understand has been done. He suggested that in para
graph 368, Schedule N, after the ·word " braids," there should 
be inserted " loom wo>en and ornamented in process of wen.Ying 
or." I will ask the committee if that proposed amendment has 
been called to their attention? 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. That language, I think, was fur
nished to him by the Go>ernment experts whom we had 
assisting us in the matter. That was the language wh1ch we 
. were considering to be sure that it covered these goods. 

l\fr. GALLINGER. Very likely that will go in? 
l\1r. SMITH of Georgia. Yes. 
l\Ir. GALLINGER. I thank the Senator. That is all I have 

to say. 
Mr. Sl\fITH of Georgia. It is our present purpose to put it 

in, if we are sure that the language · covers the case. We are 
considering that que ·tion, the object being to cover it. We 
thought it should be in the other paragraph. 

l\fr. GALLINGER. That is exceedingly satisfactory to me, 
and I will not waste a moment more of time on the subject. 

1\Ir. BRANDEGEE Do I understand that the paragraph is 
recommitted or passed oyer? 

l\1r. SMITH of Georgia. No; we are undertaking to perfect 
it a~ we go on. We ha Ye only one other change to propose in 
the paragraph, and that is to insert, after the word "lace," in 
line 16, page 81, " and not specially provided for in this sec
tion." 

l\fr. BRANDEGEE. If that is the case, I should like to 
bring to the attention of the Senator a communication which I 
have receiyed from the American 1\Iills Co., in Waterbury, Conn.: 

This company manufactures elastic webbing (used for belts sus
penders, garters. etc.), which under this bill would be admitted 'at 25 
per cent duty (Schedule I, par. 267). 

I suppose· that was the House provision. 
The duty under the present law is 60 per cent (Schedule J par. 349). 
Our foreign competition is principally from England and Get'illany 

in both of which countries the labor cost is one-fourth to one-third of 
what it is here, not only in the actual manufacture of the goods them
selves, but in all other items. which are incidental; and also those 
which go to make up the so-called overhead. 

In behalf of this entire industry I beg you to exercise all the power 
you can to have this bill so modified as to make the reduction more 
reasonable. I think a duty of 40 to 45 per cent would be reasonable. 

I will mo•e that on page 81, line 16--
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair is compelled to an

nounce to the Senator that we have not re!lched that point. 
l\Ir. BRANDEGEE. ."Which committee amendment is now 

pending? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The one on line 22, page 80, and 
lines 23, 24, and 25, on the same page. 

Mr. BRA1\'DEGEE. Very well. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in 

par~graph 267, page 81, line 2, after the word " rubber," to 
strike out the following: 

And not embroidered by hand or machinery ; spindle banding, wov~n. 
braided, or twisted lamp, stove, or candle wicking made of cotton or 
other vegetable fiber ; loom harness, healds, or collets made of cotton 
or other vegetable fiber, or of which cotton or other vegetable fiber 
is the component material of chief value; boot, shoe, and corset lacings 
made of cotton or other vegetable fiber ; and labels for garments or 
other articles, composed of cotton or other vegetable fiber. 25 per cent 
ad valorem : belting for machinery made of cotton or other vegetable 
fiber and India rubber, or of which cotton or other vegetable fiber is the 
component material of chief value, 15 per cent {ld valorem. 

And in lieu thereof to insert : 
Not embroidered by hand or machinery, or wholly or in part of lace or 

imitation lace, 30 per cent ad valorem ; spindle banding, woven, braided, 
or twisted lamp, stove, or candle wicking; loom harness, healds, or 
collets, boot, shoe, and corset lacings ; labels for garments or other 
articles, all of the foregoing composed of cotton or other vegetable 
fiber, or of which cotton or other vegetable fiber is the component mate
rial of chief value, 25 per cent ad valorem ; belting for machinery 
made of cotton or other vegetable fibet· and india rubber, or of which· 
cotton or other vegetable fiber is the component material of chief value, 
15 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. Now, I move to insert "not speciallY. 
provided for in this section," after the word " lace," in line 16. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Should it not read "in this paragraph"'? 
l\!r. SMITH of Georgia. Not in this paragraph, because the 

paragraph referred to is another paragraph of the schedule. 
The VICE PRESID&,T. The question is on agreeing to the 

amendment to the amendment. 
The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. BRANDEGEE. I move to amend the amendment as 

amended, on page 81, line 16, by striking out " 30," before " ad 
valorem," and inserting " 40," so as to read : 

Not embroidered by band or machinery, or wholly or in part of lace 
or imitation lace, not specially provided for in this section, 40 per cent 
ad valorem. _ 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 
The amendment as amended was agreed to. 
Mr. SMITH of Georgia. Paragraph 2GS we desire to pass 

over. 
Mr. LIPPITT. I have an amendment to offer in substitution 

for that paragraph. 
Mr. HUGHES. I should be glad to ba·rn it reported. 
Mr. SMITH of Georgia. I would be glad to have it read 

now . 
Mr. LIPPIT.l'. I ask that the Secretary may read my 

amendment. 
Mr. SMITH of Georgia. We do not wish to go on with the 

paragraph at present, but we would prefer to hear the proposed 
substitute read before we bring in our amendment to the par:i.· 
graph. 

The VICE PRESIDEXT. The amendment will be stated. 
The SECRETARY. . Strike out, in paragraph 257, the words 

"woven figured"--
Mr. SMITH of Georgia. This is paragraph 268. 
Mr. LIPPITT. The two amendments go together. 
The SECRETARY. And strike out paragraph 268 and in lieu 

thereof insert : 
268. Fjgured or fancy cotty cloth woven by means of jacquard, dobby, 

drop box, lappet, leno, swivel, or other similar · attachments, or contain
ing novelty yarns in whole or in part other than the ordinary ply or 
cable-laid yarn or thread, there shall be paid a duty cf 10 per cent in 
addition to the duty or duties imposed upon such cotton cloth by the 
various provisions of this section, the intent of this prov1so being to 
add this duty or duties to those to which such cotton cloth would be 
liable if the provisions of this proviso did not exist. 

Mr. S~IITH of Georgia. I do not suppose that the Senator 
from Rhode Island desires to haye his amendment acted on now, 
and the proposed substitute will go over with the paragraph. 

l\1r. LIPPITT. I presume it is the Senator's intention to 
report his substitute within a few days? 

Mr. Sl\IITH of Georgia. Yes. If we can, we will report it 
to-morrow morning, but certainly we will present it within two 
or three days. 

The next amendmept of the Committee on Finance was, on 
page 82, after line 4, to strike out paragraph 269, in the fol
lowing words : 

269. Towels, bath mats, quilts, blankets, polishing cloths, mop cloths, 
wash rags or cloths, sheets, pillowcases, and batting, any of the fore
going made of cotton, or Qf which cotton is the component material of 
chief value, whether in the piece or otherwise, not embroidered nor in 
part of lace and not otherwise provided fot', 25 per cent ad valorem. 

And to insert : 
269. Towels, quilts composed of two fabrics quilted, blankets, polish

ing cloths, mop cloths, wash rags or cloths, sheets, pillowcases, finished 
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Ol' un1ln1sh1:!d and not in the piece, batting; or cloth comJ>o.sed: wholly or O'T'!lph at th · tl ... ,,. ~ t 1• 
in part of looped· threads Iymg on th~ surface, su.ch as are. kno:wn as 04 ~· err sugges on. J.u.y nvu1con o: r. a&-I dO' no.t know 
terry cloth, whether in the piece or otherwise; any o:f the foregoing whether or not the Senators information is: ta the contrary--. 
made of cotton or of which cotton. is. the· component material of chief that teiTy cloth is largely used fO.L' towels· 
~fJ~J lo1!.? 25o~e~m~:~~d:de~afo%r!~ part. of lace and not othernisc. pro- l\Ir. S:\rOOT. For bath towels; bath robe ' and so forth. 

lli. S~fOOT_ This paragraph, Mr. President, is a new statu- Mr~ HUGHES. Fo:r polishing cloths und elotbs that are in-
tory p.rovision for certain specified articles suc.h as towels, ~ended to take. u.p moistll.l'e. The· loose-threacl terry cloth~ which 

is attempted to be described here, is mu-ch ma.re used for those 
wash rags, wash cloths mop cloths, sheets, pillowcases, and than f 
so forth.. In connection with thrure items the committee have in- purposes or the decorattre purposes for which tlle Sena.· 

tor thinks it is used. 
serted these words : " Such as are known as terry cloth, whethe:r-
fn the piece or otherwise." Terry cloth is a fabric from which Mr. SMOO'E 1\:fr-. President, r am quite sure the Senatoi= 
bath r<J~s. bath-robe blankets, and Turkish towels are made. from New .Te:rsey Win agree with me that terry cloth is, uSed: for 
It is also used in the making of dresses and even in the making bath robes, for bath-:robe blankets. for towels~ and there is no.t 
ot ladies' ha.ts; it contains some.times the most elaborate figu:res,, any ~uestion but that it is us~ !0 r ladies' dresses. .I~ is also 
and necessarily it must be woven on a Jacquard loom. To clas- 1 used rn the man~fa.etu.re- of ladies huts-. . As I have srud, ~ hin:e 
sify that kind of cloth with mop cloths and wash rags seems seen terry cloth with the most. elaoorate figures wo-ven mto it 
to me to he rather a.n incongruity. upon the .Tacquard loom, and it could not be made upon allY. 

Another thing to which I desire to call attention is that the other- loam. _ 
rate provided for in this paragraph ·1s 25 per cent ad valorem, Mr. ~GRES. But does the Senator . t~nk that it sho~lld 
whereas in parngrnph 263, on woven-figured tapestry and up- !1ave a higher rate or a lower rate than it is proposed to giye 
holste.ry goods. the words "woven-figured goods" are used, and it here? · · 
they Ul'e also used in the different paragraphs of this. schedule, . Mr. SM~OT. I am not complaining of the rate. r am call· 
which will certainly conflict with this. paragraph. Th~ rates are m~ attention to the fact that it carries a irate of 25 per cent. 
different, and I doubt very much whether terry cloth will enter It is made, as I have said, upon the Jacqua.rd room. 
nnde1r the- classification in this paragraph at 26 per cent. Mr. HUGHES"" Not necessarily, of co.uTse. 

Mr. SMITH of' Geo-rgia. Mr. President, we have an a.mend- 1\Ir. SMOOT. I mean some O'i it is so made; that is, the 
ment prepared for that particular part of the paragraph, which elaoorate figures are made upon a Jacquard1 loom. There is a 
strikes out the words "whether in the piece or otherwise" and plain terry cl0th tmit can be made upon any kind of a: loom, 
inserts after the words "terry cloth " tbe wonls " and :u-tlcles which is carrying a: rate of' 25 per cent now. There will be a 
made therefrom, not including wearing apparel." conflict as to the :rates in different paragraphs, because if you 

Mr. SMOOT. That will help a great deal, Mr. President. turn t<?' the tapestry pa.ragmph or the wuven figured paragraph 
Mr. SMITH of Georgia. I intend to present that amendment. yo~ will find that the rate of duty is 35 per cent. What I am 
Mr. SMOO'l'. I was not aware ()f the Senator's intentions· trying to get at is that, whatever we do agree upon, tllere shall 

ftlld I did not want the matter to pass over to-day without som~ be no conflict hereafter upon entering the goods: at thee custom
action being taken. house. I am not objecting at all to the rates, and am not dis-

l\lr. SMITH of Georgia. I had not observed my memorandum cn,ssing the~ in any way. I am simply bringing the attention 
on the subject at the time the Senato:i; mentioned it. · of the com.imttoo to the facts of the euse as I see them. 

Mr. · SMOOT. Does the Senator intend to now offer the Mr. HUGHES. Of course the Senato-r from Utah knows how 
amendment? difficult it is to realize the effect of sugg-e ted language upon 

Mr. Sl\IITII of Georgia. Yes; I now offer the amendment t1;1e floor of the Senate when engaged in attempting to pa s the 
.Ur. SMOOT. Let the amendment be stated Mr. President. bill. I will say that the members of the- subcommittee and of 
Mr. Sl\IITH of Georgia. In the committ~e amendment,. in the full committee gave a great deal of consideration to just 

p:rragraph 269', page 82, line 17, I move to strike out the words what the Senator from Utah has said, and: we arrived at the 
"whether in the pie.ce or otherwise" and to add after the word C?~clusion that this was the best treatment of whlch the propo
" cloth " in line 16 the words "and articles made therefrom Sition was ca_pa.ble. In arriving at that conclusion we had the 
not including wearing apparel." I offer for the committee thi~ benefit of the advice and judgment of the officials in the ap
amendment to the amendment. · prai~rs' st&Iies in New York, wh-0 are eonstall<tly handling these 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the fabrics. It may be possible that the Se-nator. is _correct. If we 
Senator from Georgia to the amendment of the committee will h3;d· treated it as. countable cotton, very expensive, fancy stuff 
be stated. might have come m at a very low rate of duty. 

The SECRETARY. In paragraph 269, page 82, after the word .Mr. SMOO'!'~ That is the only ques?on fuat has been in my 
" cloth,' at the end of line 16, in the committee amendment, it ~mnd. If plam terry cloth should fall m a countable paragraph, 
is proposed to strike out the words "whether in the piece or it would bear a very low rate of duty. 
otherwise" and to insert "and articles made therefrom not Mr. HUGHES. Yes; that is true. 
including wearing apparel." ,. Mr. LIPPITT. If the Senator will pardon me1 I can not think 

l\fr. SMOOT. .!Ur. President,. if that amendment is to be serl- that the contentio.n o~ the Sena!or from Ut&h is v.e~ well taken. 
ously considered. I should like to suggest to the Senator from I am very much mchned to think that the d-escr1pbon that has 
Georgia that I think it would be. very much better. not to have been g~ven here of terry cloth is so muni:festly different from 
terry cloth in the paragraph in any way, and to let it fall under tapestries· that the Senator's very natural fea1~ that it might 
the provision that it will naturally fall under. If it ls plain ~e~hap.s fall under that paragraph and come in conflict with it 
terry cloth, let it fall under the provision of plain cloth; if it is is JUStifi-ed. 
tinLhed woven terry cloth, let it fall there; and if the mann- Mr. HUGHES. Besides, we have a weight provision in the 
factnred articles or wearing apparel are made from terry cloth, tapestry paragraph which· was intended to guard against that. 
let it fall under that paragraph. Then there will be no con- Mr. LIPPITT. As a matter of fact, the terry-cloth wea:ve is 
fiict. It does, however, seem to me that if you allow the term entirely distinct from any other known weave. It consists, ia 
" terry cloth " to be inserted in this pa:ragraph with a rate dif- essence, in having a roop of yarn on top ot· the :fabric It is dis
:terent :from f:l?.e rates named in the other paragraphs there will tinct from what is called a pile fabrie--tbat ls, a vel et or a 
suFely be a conflict. plush-for- in the pile fabric· the thread is not looped on top, 

Mr . .TOHNSON. Is ft not true also · that terry cloth fs more and in the tel'ry cloth it is looped on top. S'o it seems to me the 
like pi1e cloth and has some of the characteristics of pile cloth? distinction is sufficiently clear. ' 

Mr. SMOOT. The only d1fference between terry cloth and Mr. SMOOT. I called attention to the. t:;-.:vestr:v paragraph, 
pile cloth is" that pile cloth is woven, and is a hard woven because the words "Jacquard figured" appear there,. as they do 
cloth. TI1en the pile is clipped and cut or pressed down and in two other paragraphs. Certainly in teiTy cloth we have 
the figures are made by pressing the pile. Terry cloth is, how- wOYen figures, and I thought that a eon.tlict might arise. :r.r the 
eTe1~, a very coarse yarn woven loosely. .z\.s I say, it is u.sed for Senato1~ from New ;fersey is satisfied that with the amendment 
bath robes, bath-robe blanketS', and similar purposes. which has been proposed by the committee it will be covered, 

Mr. LIPPIT'".r. It is also made in very elaborate figures. well and good. My object in calling attention to it was as I 
l\Ir. SMOOT. The: S:enator-:from Rhode Island suggests that it have stated. If there is to be a change. it ought to be made 

is also mad~ fn very elaborate- figures. as I before suggested. now, so that there can be no conflict hereafter. 
Mr. HUGHES. I will say to the SenatoF that the exm:niners Mr. HUGHES. The Senator from Utah is eo:rl'ecf- about that. 

at New York were very anxious to have terry cloth named in I think however we have done as well as we coultl.· do in view 
this paragraph as in their opinion, it would help wonderfully of the in.torma~n we h.ad. So far as L can see I think we 
in the administration of the law. It was inserted in the para- t reated the fabric as we intended to treat it. ' 

• 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. ROBINSON in the chair). 

The ·que tion is on agreeir_g to the amendment ~o the committee 
amendment offered by the Senator from Georgia [Mr. SMITH]. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 
The amendment as amended was agreed to. · 
The reading of the bill was resumed, and the Secretary read 

paragraph 270, as follows: 
270. Lace window curtains, nets, nettings, pillow shams, a.:id bed s~ts, 

finished 01· unfinished, made on the Nottingham lace-curtam ~achine, 
and composed of cotton or other vegetal>le fiber, when count.mg not 
more than 6 points or spaces between tlile warp threads to the mch, 35 
per cent ad valorem ; when counting more than 6 and not more tl~an 8 
points or spaces to the inch,, 4.0 per cent nd valorem; when counting 9 
or more points or spaces to the inch, 45 pe.r cent ad valorem. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. MP. President, on behalf of the com
mittee I move to strike out the words " nets, nettings," in the 
first line of the paragraph. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment p1'Dposed by the 
Senator from Georgia will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In paragraph 270, page 82, line 21, after the 
word " curtains," it is proposed to strike out 4-:;he words "nets, 
nettings." . 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. Fresident, I suppose that amendment 1B 
moved because of nets and nettings being ennmerated in another 
place and the Senator from Georgia intends that the rate in 
paragraph 270 shall not apply to the rate in the para.graph be
fore named, where nets and nettings are included, so that there 
.will be no conflict. 

l\Ir. Sl\.flTH of Georgia. We sha11 also probably offer an 
·nmendmen.t to the other paragraph putting a lower rate of duty 
on certain other cheap nettings, specifically naming them. 

Mr. LIPPITT. What paragraph 'is that? 
Mr. SMITH of Georgia. "Paragraph 368. 
Mr. HUGHES. Paragraph 368 in the sundries schedule. 
Mr. SMITH of Georgia. There is one class of nettings that 

ls very cheap and is entirely to be distinguished from the 
general class. They are covered by a paragraph which we will 
reach later. I refer to mosquito netting. We in.tend to qualify 
that paragraph--

Mr. LIPPITT. The Sen.a.tor refers to the lace paragraph 7 
Mr. SMITH of Georgia. The lace paragraph. We intend to 

qualify that paragraph by making a distinction between the 
netting which falls under the lace class and mosquito netting. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment offered by the Senator from Georgia on behalf of 
the committee. 
· The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. 
The next amendment ·of the Committee on Finance was, in 

paragraph 271, page 83, line 7, after the word "cotton," to 
strike out "or Qf which cotton is the component material of 
:Chief value," so as to make the paragraph read : 

271 .All articles made from cotton cloth, whether finished or un
finished, and all manufactures of cotton, not specially provided for in 
.this section, 30 per cent ad valorem. 

l\Ir. SMITH of Georgia. Mr. President, the committee has de
termined to withdraw the suggested amendment striking . out that 
language and will 1enxe the paragraph as the House adopted it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment reported by the committee. 

The amendment was rejected. 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. .l\1r. President, I have prepared some 

amendments to the schedule wll.ich the Sen.ate has just been con
sidering. I have not offered any of them, but have reserved 
them to be offered in the Senate when we shall complete the cot-

, ton schedule in the Senate. I expect then to offer them in the 
. '.form of a substitute and to submit briefly my reasons for pro

posing the substitute. 
, The Secretary proceeded to read Schedule J, flax, hemp, -and 
· t;ute, and manufactures of. 

Mr. KENYON. Mr. President, the Sena.tor :from Kentucky 
1 IMr. BRADLEY] requested me some time ago when the flax schedule 
1 came np to ask for him that paragraphs 272, 273, 274, 275, and 
) 276 be passed o-rnr. r do not know when the Senator will be 
here, bnt I would not have performed my- duty if I had not 
made the request. ,,.. 

l\Ir. WILLIAMS. Mr. President, I ha·rn the very highest re
gard and friendship for the Senator from Kentucky, but I do 
not really see why five paragraphs of · a bill which 90,000,000 
people are waiting on should be passed over because some Sena
tor happens to be absent, unless there is some very peculiar 
reason for it. 

Mr. KJiINYON. The Sena.tor from Kentucky made the request, 
and he is not here on account of ill health. I h.m unprepared to 
say when he will be here, and I ha-ve only made the request 
for him. If the paragraphs to which I have referred can be 

reserved in some way until after the bill comes into the Senate, 
I think the purpose which the Senator from Kentucky has in 
mind may be subserred. 

Mr. Sil\IMONS. I suggest to the Senator from Iowa that if 
the Senator from Kentucky is not satisfied with the action as 
in Committee of the Whole he mny offer any amendments he 
may desire when the bill is reported to the Senate. 

Mr. KENYON. I simply felt thn.t it was my duty to make 
the wishes of the Senator from Kentucky known. I ha-re noth-
ing further to say. . 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. President, every one of the paragraphs 
mentioned contains an amendment carrying some article to the 
:free list. They can be dealt with just as well when we reach 
the free list, proYided we deal with the Senate committee amend
ments now. If we adopt the Senate committee amendments, we 
merely strike the items from the dutiable list, and later on, in 
paragraph 492, they are all repeated a.nd distinctly put upon the 
free list; so that the Senator from Kentucky, if he has any 
amendments to offer, can offer them to paragraph 492 just as 
wen as here. It seems to me it will be better to get through 
with these paragraphs, and then, when we reach the free list, in 
connection with paragraph 492, let the Senator from Kentucky, 
or any -other Sena tor, offer such amendments as he may desire. 

l\fr. SMOOT. Mr. President, the Senator from Mississippi 
knows that if an amendment to place flax on the dutiable 11st 
carries, then of course all of the rates in the paragraphs fol
lowing must be somewhat changed. That is the only thing that 
I see at the present time to preYent the immediate consideration 
of the paragraphs. 

Mr. WILLIA1\1S. They would not be changed by this body; 
they might be changed in conference. 

Mr. SMOOT. Oh, well, the bill would hardly be balanced if 
a duty should be placed on ft.ax and the other paragral)hs should 
remain as they are. 

Mr. WILLIAl\IS. If we ·succeeded in taking these things off'. 
the free list, we would ha\Te to balance it in conference, I 
imagine. We will not undertake to balance it now. ' 

Mr. Sl\:IOOT. It could not be balanced in conference, then. 
Mr. WILLI.AMS. Oh, yes, it could, because there is a differ

ence between the Senate rate and the Honse rate on every 
paragraph in the flax and hemp schedule. 

Mr. SMOOT. Of course it could be balanced so far as those 
rates were concerned; I am perfectly aware of that; but only 
between the rates provided by the Senate and those provided by 
the House. The rates could not be made lower or higher than 
prescribed by either House. 

Mr. SIMMONS. For the very reason the Senator from Utah 
has given we want at the outset these paragraphs passed upon 
before we go to the remainder of the bill. 

Mr. S.l\IOOT. That is exactly what I say. That is the posi
tion I take-that we ought to pass upon these paragraphs. 

Mr. Sil1MO:NS. It is necessary to do so. 
Mr. WILLIAMS. The discussion is taking up more time than 

anything else. I will agree to pass over tempo1·a1ily the para
graphs indicated. I am informed the Senator from Kentucky 
is quite sick. That fact I did not know. 

Mr. HUGHES. Then we ca.n not go on with the remainder 
of the schedule. 

l\fr. WILLIA.MS. Why not 7 Let us show some common sense. 
Mr. KENYON. I will communicate with the Senator :from 

Kentucky this afternoon or to-morrow morning and advise him 
of the suggestions in the debate and that his rights will be pro
tected, and I will inform the chairman of the committee. 

Mr. WILLIAJ\IS. Mr. President, l have agreed that those 
paragraphs be passed OT"er until we finish this schedule. I 
should like to have the remainder -Of the schedule read and 
acted upon. 

SENATOR FBOM .A.LADA.MA. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. !Ylr. President, I desire to present the cer
tificate -0f appointment from the governor of Alabama ot 
Hon. HENBY D. CLAYTON to fill the unexpired term of the late 
Senator JOHNSTON. Inasmuch as there is some difference ot 
opinion in the Senate as to the governor's authority to make 
this appoinment I move that the credentials or the certificate ot 
appointment be referred to the Committee on Privileges and · 
Elections. I should like1 however, to have the certificate read 
and printed in the RECORD. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as re
quested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 
TD the Senate of the Utiitea States of America: 

A vacancy having happened in the Senate of the United States of 
America by reason of the death of JOSE.PH F. JOHNSTON, a Senator of the 
United States of America from the State of Alabama, and the legisla
ture of said State being now in l'ecess ; 
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... -ow, therefore, I. Emwet O'Neal, as go-.ernor of the State _of Ala
ba ma. h:ixe this day appointed , and do l.Jy thei;e prescn~s appomt and 
co:nmission. HF.:'<RY D. C'LA'LTO)I a Senator of the Umt~d States of 
Americ:1 frnm tbe State of Alabama to ~II the vacancy which happeJ?-ed 
by the death of JOSE}'H F. JOJ:lKSTO:-<, said IlE"'R.Y D. CLAYTO:-l posses mg 
all of the qnalificat1ons required by the Con ·titution and laws of the 
'nited States o.f America and the constitution and lawai o.E- the State of 

Al~~~ftness whereof I have- hereunto set my band as .f!OVernor of the 
State of .Alabama and caused the great seal of the State to be affixed 
at the capitol in the city of :::Uontgomcry this 12th day of August, A. D. 
1013. 

fSEAL.) 
By the governor : 

E:\DIET O"NEAL, Governor. 

CYRUS B. BROW:-l, 
Secretary of State. 

i\Ir. BANKHEAD. I mo1e that the certificate be referred to 
the Committee on Pri>ileges and Elections. 

The motion \\as agreed to. 
THE TARIFF. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, re urned the con
sideration of the bill (H. R. 3321) to reduce tariff duties and 
to provide revenue for the Government, and for other purposes. 

'Ihe Secretary proceeded to read paragraph 277. · 
l\Ir. Sil\lMONS. l\Ir. President, I desire to say that I think 

it would be very much better if we could consider the first fi>e 
parngraphs of the flax and hemp schedule before tah""ing up the 
i·emainder of it. I do not think the Senator from Kentucky 
[l\Ir. BRADLEY] would be in any way prejudiced, because he 
could move his amendments and his arguments when we reach 
the free list; and if not satisfied to do that, he would ha1e the 
right to offer amendments in the Senate. I trust the Senator 
from Iowa [l\Ir. KENYON] will withdraw his objection to our 
proceeding regularly with this schedule. 

Mr. KENYON. Mr. President, I merely wanted to make 
known to the Senate the wishes of the Senator from Kentucky. 
I think the course suggested will be entirely satisfactory to and 
will protect the Senator from Kentucky. 

l\Ir. WILLIA.l\IS. Meanwhile, l\fr. President, the Senator 
from Wisconsin [Mr. LA FOLLETTE] has gone to have a talk 
ornr the telephone with the Senato.r from Kentucky, and if he 
objects to what we ham done I will then ask that the para
graphs be passed over . 

.Mr. BRISTOW. Mr. President, may I ask if the Senator 
from Kentucky should want the paragraphs reconsidered for 
the purpose of offering amendments, would the Senator from 
Mississippi be willing that they should be reconsidered in order 
that the Senator from Kentucky may present the matter which 
he desires to present? -

l\Ir. WILLIA.US. If the Senator from Kentucky chooses to 
put his motion in that way, yes; but that would be totally un
necessary. When we reach the free list, the Senator from Ken
tuch.--y can merely mo>e to transfer a certain article from that 
place to a previous place in the bill with a certain tax, or he can 
offer his amendment to the free list itself. 

l\Ir. l\IcOUl\IBER. Mr. President, I desire to ask the chair
man of the committee if he has determined to go on with Sched
ule J this afternoon? 

l\Ir. SI.i\fl\IONS. Yes; we desire to go on with Schedule J 
this afternoon. 

Mr. l\IcOUl\fBER. I desire to offer some amendments to that 
schedule, commencing almost at the very beginning, with para
graph 272. I have not prepared the amendments, but I sup
pose, if the Senator insists on going on with this schedule, that 
I can offer them as we reach each paragraph. I should prefer, 
however, that it go over until to-morrow. 

l\Ir. Sll\IM:ONS. The difficulty about that is that there has 
been some arran~ement that the other schedules would not be 
taken up this afternoon, and we should have nothing to do. 

Mr. WILLIA.MS. The Senator from North Dakota can offer 
any amendment he desires. . 

i\Ir. McOUMBER. Then I desire to make a parliamentary 
inquiry. I have not had time to run through the bill since I 
returned, but I notice paragraph 272 is stricken out entirely .. I 
presume, therefore, that the item covered by that paragraph 1s 
Jllaced on the free list. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. It is co>ered by paragraph 492 in the free 
list. 

l\lr. l\IcOUl\IBER. It is transferred to the free list. Then 
the parliamentary inquiry-I do not know under what rule we 
ha>e been proceeding up to this time-is whether or not com· 
mittee amendments are first to be considered? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That depends upon what amend
ment the Senator from North Dakota desires to propose. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. · The rule we have been following is this: 
If the committee amendment was to strike out an entire para
graph, then an amendment to the bill as it came from the House 
would have precedence, of cour e, so as to perfect the paragraph 

in that way if the Senate chose to do o; but \There the com
mittee amendment was in itself merely a chauae, instent.l of a 
substitution or an elimination, then the committee amemlrnent 
has preference. If the Senator has an amendment to the House 
provision changing a rate of duty, or somethiug of that kind, 
it would have precedence of the committee amendment which 
strikes out the entire paragraph. 

.Mr. Mc0U)1BER. Mr. President, I will offer my amendment 
at the present time, and that will bring the question to the 
point. 

I mo1e to amend paragra!>h 272, so· that it will read : 
Flax, not hackled er dressed, 1 ceut .Pel' pound. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 
The SECRETARY. In paragraph 272, page 83, line 12, it is pro-

posed to strike out the fraction "i" and the word "of," so that 
if amended it will read: 

Flax, not hackled or dressed, 1 cent per pound. 
Mr. WILLI.A.MS. Of course the Senator knows that flax is 

not raised anywhere in this counu·y except for flaxseed. 
Mr. l\IcOUMBEil. The Senator is mistaken. We are raising 

flax in this country the fiber of which is being used, and used 
quite extensively. It is not used for the finer fabrics; but this 
covers everything in the nature of a flax fiber. 

Mr. WILLI.A.MS. What is it used for? 
Mr. :McOU:MBER. It is used for packing in refrigerator 

cars; it is used for making paper. 
Mr. WILLIA.MS. It is not decorticated and sold as flax 

anywhere in the United States? . 
Mr. l\fcOUMBER. It is sold as flax, not hackled or dressed. 
l\Ir. WILLI.A.MS. The Senator means the stalk is sold? 
Mr. l\IcOU~IBER. The Senator from Mississippi understands 

what the hackling is, and the dressing? 
l\Ir. WILLI.AMS. Yes. 
l\fr. l\fcOUMBER. Of course it is shipped into this country 

under all of these conditions; and without any duty flax straw, 
flax, not hackled or dressed, from foreign countries, will come 
into competition "\\ith the same character of flax straw produced 
in this country. . 

I think I can better indicate to the Senator just what there is 
in this whole flax question if I submit to the Senate certai? 
letters written by Mr. Blehdon, who is a manufacturer of tlns 
product in several of the States of the United States. They are 
addressed to the chairman of the Committee on Finance, and 
also addressed to the chairman of the Committee on Ways and 
Means of the House. Mr. Blehdon goes quite thoroughly into 
the question; and while the language he uses is not that which 
I would naturally adopt myself, there is nothing in the language 
that would make any of it at all objectionable. 

With the permission of the Senate, I ask the Secretary to read 
the marked portions of the letter which I send to the de k. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there _any objection? The Ohair 
hears none, and the Secretary will read as requested. 

Mr. McOU.MBER. The first letter that I will send up is one 
addressed to Hon. OscAR W. UNDERWOOD, chairman of the ·ways 
and Means Committee of the House. 

The Secretary read as follows : 
(Schedule J, flax, etc. No. 333, flax straw, $5 per ton. No. 336, tow 

of flax, $20 per ton.) 

Hon. OSC.Ar. w. UXDERWOOD, 
BUFFALO, N. Y., Mm·oh 21, 1913. 

Chairman Ways and Means Committee, Washington, D. 0. 
HO:-lORABLE Sm : On the 25th day of ;January I appeared befot·e your 

committee as per record page 3503 to 3507, incl'llsivc. • 
I appea~·ed as the chosen representative of 32 towns in North Dakota 

and Mrnnesota, their commercial clubs, manufacturers of tow, and the 
farmers as sellers of flax straw or owners of small tow mills. . 

I then submitted a lot of petitions, with many signatures, and smce 
that time there bas been submitted direct from the farmers .and myse.lf 
a very large number of petitions and signatures, all praymg that in 
order that they may sell their flax straw the present duty on the same 
may be continued, to wit, $5 a ton of 2,000 pounds _on flax straw,_ and 
that the present duty of $20 per ton on tow, which IS made out _of flax 
straw, be sustained and continued, for if no tow can be made ill this 
country the flax sh·aw can not be sold. . 

'.row is used for upholstering furniture and lining of refrigerator 
cars, and thousands and thousands of tons o.f straw are bought of the 
farmers at from $3 to $9 a ton. . 

Canada raises as much straw as the United States, and Russia ra1s~s 
many times more · and as the wages in Canada are only one-half and ill 
Russia about one-~ixth what they are in .America, and as flax straw can 
be bought over there at one-half . the price, the farmers could not sell 
their sh·aw, and thereby would be d~prived of many hundreds of thou
sands of dollars, some farmers ha-,·rng 10 tons for sale, some a few 

tb~:;1;~1f~ns. of flax straw Is an absolute necessi ty to the farmers in 
order to mafe the raising of flax, a it is calle<l l'Y them, profitable, 
and the United States Agricultural Department bas for the last few 
years made great efl'orts to encourage the raising of flax. 

Of course were the duty taken off or in any considerable way lowered 
the farmer~ could not compete, for they b_avc to. p:~y ~o hired men 
during seeding and harvesting from ., 3 to 0 a du). \'_hc1eas tbe same 
labor can be had in foi:eign countries for from one-sixth to one-fifth 
the price. 
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In good years about 3,000,000 tons of flax s~aw is raised ~ the 

United States. for which there was no market ill the pa t until tow 
mills were built about 30 years ago, and' a.bout 5 years ago the car
lining f::tctorfos were started t~ line refrigerator c~rs ":ith tow, and by 
this the icing of railroad frmt cars between California arrd the East 
ha been reduced to one icing wberu formerly, whai. chareoal~ cattle 
hair, and cork were used, three icings were necessary. 

Tbe farmers in the Northwest are very much concerned that the duty 
should remain. 

The price of tow ranges from $25 to $60 and even $80 per ton for 
best qualities ; for the making of flax straw into tow it takes from 3 
to 6- tons of straw to make 1 ton of coarse or fine tow, some- of the 
straw having to run from two to fi-ve times through brakes, pickers, 
shakers, all dri>en by steam or electricity, and from 12 tu 50 men are 
employed in tow mills. 

Two concerns at St. Paul, linn., and Porl: Huron-, Mich., and several 
others, make binder twine out of American flax straw. 

The said flax straw is raised in the States of North and South 
Dakota, Minne~ota. , Iowa, Wisconsin, Michigan, and Ohio, and in some 
of the- States large sums are now invested to manufacture WTapping 
and writing paper out of American flu straw. 

Now, therefore, the Paislng of flax, or flax straw as it should be 
technically called, should certainly be protected in order to make a 
great industry out of it, as it will be in time. 

Some of the witnesses before you on the 24th and 25th of January
those connected with. the Barbour Co .• at Allentown and Paterson, 
and se-veral other concerns who manufacture thread-had the temerity 
to say that no good flax for spinning is raised in the United States ; 
whereas, as a matter of fact, the St:ltes of 11.llcbiga.n and Ohio,. and- some 
parts of Wisconsin, and even in Minnesota, raise fulx straw which is 
perfectly fit for spinning ; bu.t it is not encouraged by tnese big firms 
who manufacture and make prices on thread, and they prefer for some 
reason to import European: tla.x, because tt is chenper than it could be 
produced here under American labor wages.. 

The Barbour Co. lllts imported many, many cars of finished fl.ax from 
Canada, which was imported as not hackled and experts bad to be 
caHed in to relieve the minds of the United States colle<rtors-in pref
erence to importing it from Europe-when they and their friends talk 
of Belgium and Russian· spinning flax being the best. 

One man by the name of Mr. Loughlin (p. 3484) states that Cana
dian flax la the poorest h.e has e-ver seen, and no good ; whereas the 

·Barbour Co., who make some of the finest articles, use it by the car
load, importing it via Suspension Bridge~ 

I never heard of "flax dressers " in this country, unless they were 
employed by some of these million-dollar concerns whoi make prices~ 

These tremendous monopolies or corp.orati-orui do not care wha:t hap
pens to the farmer as long as they get their tremendous profits, and 
not for the world would they wa:nt to have a reduction on finished 
thl'ead, or their goods, but they want what. they call flax straw and 
tow on the free list. 

As a matter of fact, tow can not be used for spinning, for it is. usea 
only for npbolstering, refrigeratol"-car linings, wrapping an:d· writing 
paper. 

Flax for spinning is· not a raw material at all, for- it tak.es great 
labor and large expense to ID{lke long spinning, flax out. of flax straw; 
for, as I said, flax straw is worth from $3 to $9 a ton, whereas long 
spinning flax is werth from $250' to $3501 a ton. 

Now, look at the statement of the United States Linen Co., Chicago, 
who came before you and told you honestly that it is false that no 
spinning flax can be raised in this country. (See p . 3490.) They 
declare these statements as false and unfnun-ded ; and 1, with great 
respect for your committee, and with truth and honesty, do declare 
these statements false, and I say: 

Gentlemen of the committee, give the farmers of the United States 
a chance to raise the same flax straw as they do in. Europe, and they 
can raise it, and they will raise tt. as the United States- Linen co~ tells 
you, and as the International Flax Twine Co., of Chicago, who make 
binder twine, could tell yon ; but the farmers must be given a chance, 
that with the high wages they hava to pa.y in this countcy the duty 
will remain to pTotect them an.d not open the country to these mill1on
afre thread and twine manufacturers. 

Less than 46 years ago all the flax straw raised in the United States 
was. burned ; now the Amenia & Sharon Land Co., of Antenia, N. Dak., 
and others., have imported thousands of bushels of. Russian and Irish 
flaxseed to this country and have sold it to the farmers, and are now 
raising flax straw, some of it a yard long and as good as th.ey do in 
foreign countries.; and they will do more, and the United States will 
raise flax straw and flax as g-0od as others; and the: farmers therefure 
pray for protection that the duty remain as it is. 

l have the honor to be, 
Yours, very respectfully, 

V. R .. BLEHDON, 
Representing t1w 'fla:c-raising States, in the Northwest,._ 

as pe,· petitions an<l thousands of signatures 
t-urned over to the clt:rk of you11 commdttee, 
Mr. DanieZ 0. Rover. 

Mr. BRISTOW~ Mr. President, will the Senatol"' from. North 
Dakota yield to me? 

Mr. McCUMBER. I yiel.fl. 
Mr. BRISTOW. I desire to call the attention o-f the Senators 

I in charge of this part of the bill to paragl"aph 492. of the free 
list and to the alleged reprodu.dion of the present law. 

Paragraph 334, which deals with this particular- item in the 
present law, reads, as given in the handb-0ok: 

Flax, not hackled or dressed, I of 1 cent per pound. 

The present law really reads: 
Flax, not hackled or dressed, 1 cent per pound. 

So; in attempting to :rep:roouce the· present law they have 
simply. cut the duty in two, while it is alleged to' be the· present 
la.w. Does .the Senato:r observe that? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Whfrt is the Sena:tor's question? 
Mr. BRISTOW. That is a cfeirical error, i:s it? 
1i1r. WlLLIAMSr Undoubtedly. It fs either an error· of the 

clerk or a.n error of the printer, er of somebody. 

Mr. BRISTOW. Again,. if the Senator will notice bracket 2, 
wh.ich relates to the duties collected on this particular item, it 
gives the equivalent ad valorem for 1905 as 8.59 per cent, for 
1910 as 7.97 per cent, fer 1912 as 7.21 per cent, and then esti
mates 3.67 per cent as the duty to be collected under this bilL 
That estimate is based upon the bill as it came from the Honse, 
is it, and not as it came from the Senate committee? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Undoubtedly. Of course, there will be no 
rev-e.nue the way it comes from the Senate committee. Nothing 
In the shape of revenue could come from an article on the free 
list. 

l\fr. McCU~IBER. Mr. President, under the old law a duty 
of $5 per ton, I belie>e, was levied upon flax straw. A duty of 
$20 per ton, or 1 cent per pound:, was levied upon hackled fl.ax; 
that is, flax broken and partly stripped so that it might be ad
vanced to a stage necessary to separate the fiber from the pulp. 

Mr. WILLIA.MS. Under the old law there was a tax on the 
tow of flax of $20 per ton. The- tax upon hackled :flax, known as 
" dressed line,' .. was 3 cents a pound. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I have not the figures here; but it must be 
remembered that as the first process applied to the flax if it is 
to be used for spinning purposes, I presume it would hnve to 
be pulled. That is not done in this country a-t all. We are not 
attempting to raise- flax to any great extent, at least, tor the pur
pose of spinning into yarn for making the finer fabrics. Whether 
we shall ever be able- to do ro or not I can not say. 

I have in my office several samples of a new process whereby 
instead of retting or rotting the flax there is a machine used 
that will take fille ordinary flax straw which has passed through 
a separator- and will break the- woody pulp so . that it can be 
released from the fiber; and it is said that flax fiber from a foot 
to 18' inches long may be produced from it, and that fiber might 
be UBed for ordlnary spinning. But I have not as yet received 
any samples or any iniormation that would justify me in the 
assumption that that can be made a success in this country. 
The great expense in the preparation of the flax straw and con
verting it into the .fiber is in the retting process, in which it 
must be- laid out in the sun and rain until the woody pulp is 
rotted and ma-y be ea-sily removed. The secti.ons of the United 
States where flax is produced . in the greatest abundance are 
the drier sections of the country, where this could not be done 
successfully. The cost of labor tg: this country is so high that 
it could not be· sueces.Sfully conducted. 

What I am principally interested in is the flax straw and the 
flax which is convented into- a kind of tow in all of the small 
mills, many of them owned by the farmers themselves, scat
tered throughout the two Dakotas and Minnesota and some -in 
Michigan, whereby the flax s:truw, after the seed itself has been 
separated, has a marketa.l>le- value. It passes. through the 
separator; then these little milis· take that product, and while 
they do not do any retting they at lea.st have a process whereby, 
they separate the woody pulp from the fiber and produce a 
very short fibered product, a product that is wholly nnfit for 
the higher grades of' spinning, and yet i& fitted for the purposes 
for which it is. UBed-to some extent for the manufacture of 
twine or rope and to a great extent for packing in refrigerator 
ca.rs, the making of paper, and like purposes. 

The farmer ordinarily receives about $3 a ton for his flax. 
He ts at least furnished a market for his product wherever there 
is a mill fn. the vicinity and near enough at hand to justify the 
trouble-and expense of hauling it to market. It is well said to 
be "the- poor man's money." Ord1narily if the farmer is doing 
reasonably well he can :find better employment than hauling 
flax to market at $3 per ton. But in cases ot drought, when his 
crops fall him, when his flax does not fill well, he may make 
up to a certain extent by hauling this product to market and 
receiving a little sum @! money foL" it-probably at least enough 
to take care of his taxes. 

I want a protecti.on-I will call it a protection, if you see fit
if' not upon the straw itself; at least upon the pl'oduet which 
comes from the straw. This process converts it iato. tow~ As 
is shown ini the lette11 of Mr. Blehd.on, whe is a manufacturer. that 
tow is worth from $18 to $20 per ton, I think. It ls worth that 
for the purposes for which it is to be used. It is worth nothing 
for spinning. purposes_ Therefore nobody can be bene1ited in 
the matter of cheaper linen fabrics by reason of a reduction 
of the duty on this. class of tow. 

If you ·could sc amend your bill as to make the duty appli
cable to the character of low-priced· tow, which is unfitted for 
the manufacture ef linen. fabrics, I sh.ould not seriously oppose 
the· other portions: of the paragraph. But certainly there ought 
to be a- protection for that. 

Will th-ese mills ruu without it? The protection on tow, I 
belieTe, a-s given by the lio.nse, is $10 per ton-one-half what it 
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was b(!fore. From the very best information I can obtain the 
mills may yet run and produce and will be able to do so "Xi-th 
that protection. From the same very best information, unle s they 
have that protection they will be compelled to close, on account 
of the introduction into this counh'Y of the same material from 
Russia and from Canada. 

I wish to sa\e that much out of this bill for the benefit of the 
farmers of my State and the two adjoining States. North Da
kota produces perhaps half of all the flax produced in the 
United States, while Minnesota and South Dakota produce prac
tically the other half. 

I desire also to present and ha\e read another letter, written 
by Mr. Bolley, dean of and botanist in the Agricultural College 
of :Korth Dakota. I had marked only certain sections, as he 
referred in one of the sections to his own political affiliations; 
but I do not know but that it may be proper to insert all of the 
letter. So I will ask that the entire letter may be read, pre
facing the reading with the statement that there ·is perhaps no 
man in the United States who is better acquainted with the flax 
conditions of the country than is Mr. Bolley, of the Agricultural 
College of North Dakota, and he speak!? ·as an expert upon the 
question. 

It has been claimed here that we can not produce the long
fibered flax in this country. We can produce it, but under 
present conditions we can not afford to produce it. That is 
the real answer to that proposition. Were the protection suffi
cient to justify the employment of labor, we could fmnish in 
this country all of the fiber that would be needed for all of 
the products of flax fiber in the United States. I am well 
aware that as a Republican Congress has not given us suffi
cient protection to do that I can hardly expect a Democratic 
Congress to go beyond a Republican Congress and give us that 
protection. But I do ask-and I think I am justified in 
asking-that they will so amend this schedule that ~.11 of the 
lower priced short-fibered fl.ax may be protected to the extent 
of $10 per ton. 

I will now ask to ha\e read the letter from l\Ir. Bolley. 
~Ile VICE PRESIDEl~T. Is there any objection? The Chair 

hears none, and the Secretary will read as requested. 
.l\lr. McCU.l\lBER. I will say to the Secretary that he may 

read it all. 
The Secretary read as follows : 

NO!tTH DAKOTA AGRI ULTUilAL COLLEGE AND 
UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT EXPERil\IENT STATION, 

DEPARTMENT OF BIOLOGY, 
Agricultural College, N. Dak., April B, 1913. 

Hon. OSCAR w. UXDERWOOD, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. 0. 

DEAR Srn: You will pardon me, an experiment-station worker, for a 
short letter as to the interests of the fiax and hemp industry. 

That you may not think of me as a high protectionist, 1et me say 
I ca t my first vote for Grover Cleveland the first t erm, but haye not 
seen fit to vote for hi~h protection any time since. However, our coun
try seems to have adopted the system of raising a part of its r evenues 
by tariffs rather than by direct legislation. Just in so fur as it places 
a tariff upon one part of an industry while it leaves the other on the 
fre list just that far our Government militates against the latter in
dustry or part. 

an experiment-station worker I have spent a large portion of 20 
years of my life in studying the best interests of the flax crop, with a 
view to helping our farmers retain that crop as a permanent one. I 
have vtsited every !lax-cropping region in Europe and studied their 
methods. 

In the interes ts of the farmers of the Northwest who have now 
learned how to do this line of work in agriculture., I hope you will not 
grant the wishes of the thread manufacturers and linen manufacturers 
of this country-that is, the right of retaining the duty on their manu
factured products and at the same time grant their request to place 
the farmers' products-flax straw and flax tow, and hackled and un
hackled fiax-on the -free list, er anything like near it. If the manu· 
facturers are to retain their present protection, it ls hardly fair to 
say to the American farmer: "On everything you have to wear and all 
the tools you have to work with in raisin~ the fiax crop we will tax 
you," and at tbe same time say to him, ' If you succeed in raising 
anything we will give your product to the manufacturer free of tariff 
tax." 

I have read the tariff hearings on Schedule J with a great deal of 
interest and find that most of the argumen t s by Messrs. Barbour, Star
ling, Loughlin, and others, so far as they indicate or say that flax for 
fiber purposes can not be grown in Americn. in as good quality as in 
any counh·y in the world, that they arc either mistaken, do not know 
what they are talking about, or, which is more likely, are willfully 
perverting the truth . 

Whenever the farmers of the northern portions of Michigan, Wis
con in, Minnesota, and many parts of Oregon, Wasbini;ton, and Maine, 
or any of the wetter regions of the Central States, wish to raise fiber 
flax for fiber purposes they produce a quality as good as any produced 
anywhere in Europe. 

:lly hope is that in whateYer way you change .the present t.::rrifl' co~di
tions with reference to Schedule J you will glve the farmer bis Just 
shar·e of the protection, if there is to be any. _ 

l\Ir. Chairman, it is easy for men who would like to have products 
which they work upon broug-ht in free of duty to call the products 
which the .\ merican farmer is abl e to produce "rubbish," to make as
;;;;;:tions that such products arc "worthless," to say that "nothing can 
be grown," etc. 

I am sure you take . ucb assertions for what they are worth when you 
remember that the .A .. merican soil and climate produce iu rather high 

perfection any of those products for which the American market gives 
a fair remuneration. 

Under other cover I send you copies of certain bulletins and 
pamphlets, which I hope may in part indicate to you my interest in 
this subject. 

Hoping you will PJUdon me for writing to you uninvited, I am, 
Yours, respectfully, 

HE~RY L. BOLLEY, D ean and Botanist. 
l\Ir. l\.IcCUUBER. l\!r. President, there are some pertinent 

questions asked in that letter of the majority side of the Senate. 
There are- important questions asked, and I would be greatly 
pleased if the chairmail. of the Committee on Finance would in
form us why, while giving at least some protection, while ]~vy
ing a certain tariff upon the products of the mills, there should 
be at the same time free material given to the mills. Any 
Senator on the other side can answer. I ask my question, of 
course, of the chairman, but if the Senator from Missi sippi 
will do me the honor of answering the question I shall be 
pleased to have an answer to it from that source. 

Mr. WILLIA.MS. I hesitated about replying, because I 
doubted that the Senator was seriously asking the question at 
this part of the debate. That question has been askeu in one 
form or another five, six, or seven tlmes, and it has been an
swered five, six, or se>en times. We ha\e chosen to put the 
textile raw material upon the free list, because thereby we were 
enabled to make still greater deductions tha:.i we othe1 wise 
could have made in the finished product. 

l\Ir. :McCUMBER. For whose benefit 7 
l\.Ir. WILLIA.MS. If you count the amount of dollars we have 

taken off the raw material instead of the mere percentage and 
the amount of dollars we ha\e taken off the-finished product, 
the Senator will find we have not discriminated in favor o:l' the 
latter as against the former. Of course, from the Senator's 
standpoint as a protectionist it is not worth the snap of a 
finger, but from our standpoint it is worth a great deal to u . 
At any rate, it justifies us, in our opinion. 

Now, take this question of flax. As the Senator has well said, 
we could raise all the Irish flax for the world in the United 
States if we wanted to. Illinois, Indiana, Ohio, and Kentucky 
can raise it as well as South and North Dakota and :.Minnesota. 
I remember, when I was a boy, seeing long I rish flax 0 rowing . 
As a matter of curiosity my father planted it to see whether he 
could grow it or not. But when it comes to the question of de
corticating it it is utterly impossible to do it in the rnited 
States and get a flax fiber fit for spinning. We can raLe flax 
fit for spinning, but we cau not get flax fiber to spin without 
costing us a great deal more than it would be justifiable, even 
from a protectionist's standpoint, to levy a duty. 

The Senator himself just a moment ago confessed that to be 
true, because he says that the high protection party in this 
country, going as high as they ever dared, have never yet <lured 
to put a duty high enough to enable the American farmer to 
compete in the question of decorticating or retting the fl.ax 
with India and with a great many other parts of the worl(I. 

Now that I am about it, because I do not want to occupy any 
time and I wish to give the Senator the conclusion of the dis
cussion, if every statement made by the writer of the first 
letter he had read were a reliable one, I think he must be n. 
very reckless man when he makes that statement. He says 
that labor is twice as high as in the countries near us which 
will compete with us in flax, and that is in connection with 
straw of fl.ax and tow of fl.ax. Of course,. the writer of that 
letter knew that labor in America was not twice as high as it 
was in Canada. Of course, he knew that a product that was 
worth only from $3 to $3.75 a ton can not be hauled either by 
rail or by road or by water any long distance without consum
ing its entire value in the market. So much for that. 

The. letter writer confesses that we made about 3,000,000 
tons last year of this fl.ax-straw and tow. We imported about 
170 tons of one and not much of the other; I have forgotten 
how much of the other. 

l\Ir. President, once for all I will state the reason why we 
have put the raw materials of the textile industry on the free 
list. The Senator must remember that cotton was already 
there and jute was already there. We have placed hemp and 
flax and wool there that we might have an opportunity of 
cheapening the finished product to the consumer of the finished 
product. The difference between reducing the duty upon a 
finished product and upon the raw material is this: If I reduce 
the duty upon the .finished product such and such a percentage, 
amounting to so many cents, say 3 cents in the yard, I have 
reduced the price to the consumer only 3 cents in the ynrd. 
But if I take off the duty upon the raw material I ha.\e taken 
off all the intermediate profit of from 15 to 25 per cent at en.ch 
stage of the process. I haYe taken off all the compen~nting 
duties which are piled on plus something or other nt each 
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s,tage of the manufacture. So if the part of the ·final cost 
which the raw material would make were 5 cents a yard, of 
course, when I have taken the tax off the raw material I have 
reduced the tax upon the finished material 20 to 25 cents a yard. 
That is just as an illustration. 

l\lr. 1\IcCU~fBEil. 1\Ir. President, I think I have the position 
of the Senator pretty will in mind. It is this as applied to the 
particular subject which I am discussing: He reduces the tariff 
100 per cent on the farmer's :fini hell product for the benefit of 
the manufacturer and then gives a reasonable protection to the 
manufacturer to the encl that the farmer may get the thing 
that the manufacturer has produced from it somewhat cheaper. 
In other words, the farmer's protection is taken away from the 
tow that comes from his flax and from the flax, so that the 
farmer will be able to buy his refrigerator cars at a less rate, 
because the principal purpose for which the product I am speak
ing of is used is for upholstering and for the packing of re
frigerating cars. 

Now, just how the farmer is going to get any benefit out of 
that and just how the ·public is going to get any benefit out of 
it I do not know. · 

I will admit that the manufacturer of refrigerating cars will 
undoubtecUy receive a benefi.t. The upholsterer of car seats 
will undoubtedly reap some benefit. But I fail yet to see-as 
I have failed to see anywhere in this bill-where the farmer 
'Will get a special benefit from placing eyerything that he pro
duces practically on the free list. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. President, does the Senator from North 
Dakota pretend .that flax straw, about which he is talking, 
could possibly come here from any country in the world except 
Canada? 

Mr. McCUl\IBER.. Oh, yes; I take it--
1\Ir. WILLIA.1\IS. You contend, then, that an article worth 

$3 to $6 a ton could bear transportation from India to some-
where else? • 

l\fr. McCUMBER. From Russia; yes. A great deal of it 
from Siberia and Russia could be baled and used for ballast 
in many of the Pacific ships, as is shown by the letter of Mr. 
Blehdon and by experts wllo speak upon the subject. I assume 
that they know whereof they are speaking. 

Now, I am not dealing here with the long-fiber flax straw. 
If the Senator believes that the American public will buy their 
linen clothing and their linen fabrics, their tablecloths, their 
towels, and so forth, any cheaper because of the reduction in what 
he calls the raw material, I can see some reason why in that case 
he might favor it. I do not believe they will get any benefit 
whatever, because of the fact that the tax upon what he cans 
the raw material is such a mere bagatelle that it will not be 
taken into consideration and will form no part of the retail price 
of the article into which it enters. It is the retail price that 
the public must always deal with. But admitting the argument 
that they will get some benefit in that respect-which I do not 
believe-no one will get any benefit of the reduction of the 
duty upon this short-fiber straw that I am seeking to perpetuate 
the old duty upon, and which is not used for any of these 
fabrics. I am asking...that this and this only may be placed upon 
the old condition for the benefit of that farming element, e\ery 
shred of whose protection you have taken away by this bill 
under the assumption that the thing that he produces is some
boc:Jy else's raw material. Yes, it is; but it is his :finished 
product, and he is just as much entitled to p1"t>per protection 
upon his :finished product as is the manufacturer upon his 
finished- product. It is the height of injustice to say to him 
"You shall have no protection, whereas the manufacturer shall 
have protection," when you take into consideration the further 
fact that his profits are a mere bagatelle in the operation of 
his business as compared with the profits of the manufacturer. 
The labor that produces his articles is not paid one-quarter, 
hour for hour, what the labor is paid that produces the other 
articles. If there is any man upon the face of the earth who 
desen·es a protection for his labor, it is the farmer. If there is 
any woman upon the face of the earth who deserves a protec
tion for her labor, it is the farmer's wife and daughter. -When 
you take their product and cast it to the winds as mere rubbish 
of raw material that must be taken possession of, and imme
diately it becomes gold the moment city labor handles it, then 
you do rank injustice to that farmer. 

First, he must purchase his land. He has got to purchase 
that land with a mortgage upon four-fifths of his working life 
before he will eyer become the owner of it. He must then plow 
and break and grub out and care for that land. H e must pay 
his taxes upon it. In the spring he must seed and harrow and 
care for it. In the har>est he must cut his grain and thrash 
it and plow up the land for another season. If the bushels 
which be produces, if the straw which he produces are not a 

:finished product, then ~ r fail to understand what on earth is a 
:finished product, and I fail to understand why he should not 
ha>e the same consideration as any other American citizen. 

I picked up to-day, 1\Ir. President, a copy of the .Modern 
Miller, and in the Modern lHiller I found a quotation from the 
Department of Agriculture, in which it gave the average farm 
earnings in the United States. It gave the method by which 
it was arri>ed at, and it was ascerta.ined, without going into the 
particulars, that the average farmer and his family earn net 
$318 a year. Net $318 a year divided up among the family, 
which would generally represent at least five adult persons, 
would mean about $62 a year each, which, reduced: down to 
months wonld be something oYer $4 per month. Now, you take 
that man and take that family; you take that character of 
American labor, and you say they are not worth any considera
tion whatever; that what God made them for is to produce 
something for the manufacturer to make, that their products are 
simply raw material to be utilized by the intelligent labor of 
the city. 

I protest against that form of reasoning. I have but one 
desire, and that desire is to make the earning capacity of the 
farmer, with a given amount of labor, equal the earning capacity 
of the best paid labor iri the United States, and until it reaches 
that point the farmer is the last man upon the face of the earth 
to be discriminated against. 

l\fr. SHEPPARD. .May I ask the Senator a question? 
Mr. l\fcCUl\1BER. Certainly. 
l\Ir. SHEPPARD. If under the protective system the aver

age farmer makes only $318 a year, have you not delivered a 
most unanswerable indictment against the system? 

l\fr. l\IcCUl\IBER. If under the protective system he gets but 
$318 a year, under a free-trade system, which is to take up his 
markets and divide the only markets he has with the entire 
world, is he to be benefited and get more? 

1\fr. SHEPP.ARD. Why not leave it to the future and to the. 
operation of this bill to show that it will benefit the farmer, to 
show that it will increase his earnings because it will increase 
his markets and the volume of his lJusiness? 

Mr. l\fcCUl\fBER. If it will benefit the farmer and increase 
the value of his products, your bill is a deception to the general 
public, because you are going to giye them cheaper bread, 
cheaper fruit, cheaper clothing, cheaper everything else that is 
manufactured from the products of the farm, and how on earth 
you are going to give cheaper produc:ts and at the same time in
crease the value of the farm products is beyond my comprehen
sion. 

l\fr. SHEPP ARD. It will make the purchaser of the farm 
products in this country so much more able to buy them, to buy 
so much more of these articles, that we will have a relative 
decrease in the cost of living. . 

l\Ir. l\fcCUMBER. That is answering somewhat around in a 
circle. You will make the laborer's wages better than they were 
before. If you make the laborer's wages so much better than 
they were before, I assume that you have got to maintain the 
present prices of the products. 

I can scarcely conceive of a condition whereby you are about 
to raise the value of labor and at the same time decreas~ the 
value of the product. If you raise the value of the product 
which the farmer must buy, I still fail to see how he is going 
to· be greatly benefited by it when you at the same time cheapen 
the product which he sells. 

1\fr. SHEPPARD. In every g.reat American enterprise success 
depends on lowering the price on the individual sale ·and in
creasing the volume of business. You can take, for instance, 
the rate of carriage on a railroad per person or per ton of 
freight. It is smaller than it was when the road was first es
tablished, but the profits of the carrier a re much larger than 
they were before, because the volume of business has increased 
and in greater proportion than the profit per individual trans
action. 

l\fr. McCUl\fBER. Yes, l\Ir. President. Then if the human 
stomach to-day will digest a barrel and a quarter of flour, next 
year, when flour is cheaper, it will digest two barrels. 

l\fr. SHEPPARD. We are ·willing to be judged by the re
sults that this bill will develop. 

l\fr. WILLIAMS. But perhaps a man who does not now get 
enough flour may get some then. The Senator generally seems 
to fo rget that the man who has not had an opportunity to digest· 
a barrel and a quarter , may get half of a barrel. · 

Mr. l\IcCUMBER. Well, I can see some philosophy in that, 
because when you were applying the same rule somewhere about 
16 or 17 years ago, when one-third of the labor of the -country 
was out of employment, I found that the American public per 
capita really a te the product of only about 3.43 bushels of 
wheat. You are now pursuing the same policy, which reduced 
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the consumntion from 6 bushels to 3.43 bushels-as I now re
member du;ing the worst season of that time-and contending 
that the same rule which decTeased it 18 years ago will sud
denly increase it now . 

.Mr. WILLIA.MS. And all that under the beneficent operation 
of the .McKinley law. 

Mr. :McCU:MBER. No, .Mr. President; that did not occnr 
under the beneficent operation of the McKinley law ; it did not 
occur until about the year 1895. The smallest per capita con
sumption of wheat in the United States there had ever been 
was, I think, in that year. I may be mistaken as to one o-r two 
of the years; but it was during that time. The consumption of 
wheat fell off very materially from 1893. . 

Let us remember that while the bill itself which lowered the 
duties did not go into eft'ect until the middle of the year the 
conditions which would naturally precede- the bill, with a 
knowledge of its provisions, came into existence as soon as that 
was made certain. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Why are not those conditions preceding the 
passage of this bill? 

:Mr. McCU::\fBER. They are. 
Mr. WILLIAMS. It is the same sort of bill.. This country 

was never so prosperous in its history as i,t is to-day. 
Ur. McCU~IBER. I am very glad that question has been 

raised to-day. There is no reason on earth but the present 
conditions that will wholly account for the lower price of cereals 
throughout the Northwest. They are lowe:r to--day, as a rule, 
than they have been for many years, and they illtrn been lower 
during the last year than they have been at any time since the 
Cleveland administration. Why is it? To be fair, I will 
answer a oart of it--

Mr. WILLIAMS. At what time last year were they lower? 
Mr. McCUMBER. A part of it is due to the fact that we 

raised a Yery abundant crop of cereals in the Northwest last 
year. 

Mr. WILLTAMS. A part of it is due to the fact that yon 
are predicting upon the- crop of this year. 

Mr. l\fcCUMBER. The other part of it is due to the fact of 
the laek of confidence th.Youghout the country and the fear of 
what will follow as the result of Y<>UY tariff legislation . 

.lUr. WILLIAMS. When was this wheat price which you state 
was lower than it had been sinee Cleveland's administration? 

Mr. UcOUMBER. It has been lower on all of the 1912 crop. 
I refer to the price of -cereals as a who,le. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. The 1912 crop? 
Mr. l\!cCUMBER. Yes; the 1912 crop. 
Mr. WILLIAMS . .And who was President then? 
Mr. McCUl\IBER. In the 1912 crop? 
l\Ir. WILLIAMS. Yes. 
Mr. McCUMBER. Well, the crop is here yet. 
l\Ir. WILLIAMS. The crop is here yet. 
Mr. McCUMBER. The crop is being now sold. 
.l\:Ir. WILLIA.MS. But I thought the Senator refe1~red to the 

p-rices in 1912. 
l\fr. McCUMBER. I ha.Ye - a vhi.d recollection of who is 

President now. 
lli. WILLIAMSL I thought the- Sena tor said the priees in 

1912. wei·e lower 
Mr. l\IoCUMBER. No~ I said the prices of tlle 1912 crop. 
Mr. WlLLIMlS. You meant the prices now, then 1 
Mr. McOUMBER. The prices that haYe taken e-ffect since the· 

production of the 1012 crop, commencing along, we will say, in 
D€cemb.er of 191.2. 

l\lr. WILLIAMS. In December, 1912? 
Mr. McCUUBER. Yes. 
Mr. WILLIAMS. Then, how much lower have the prices been 

than they were in the preceding- year? 
Mr. McCUMBER.. The preceding crop! 
Mr~ WILLIAMS. I mean, how mueh have the prices been 

lower? 
Mr. 1'1cCUMBER. For the same grades they have been really 

about 25 cents. a bushel lower on wheat. 
Mr. WILLIAMS. What was the estimated increase of too 

production-what percentage? 
Mr. l\IcOUMBER. The estimated .increase in the United 

States was ab-Ont 10~000,000 boshels. 
Mr. WILLIAl\IS. What percentage. m>uld that have consti-

tuted? · 
Mr. McOUMBER. It is on a basis of 600,0001000 buslt~s. I 

am giving the round numbers. 
l\Ir. WILLIAMS. A 1ittle ornr 16 per cent. 
l\Ir. McCUl\IBER. The aYerage erop, we will say, is about 

000,000,000 bushels. 
But the real question that I am asking the Senator is, Why 

oot maintain the present rates upon that character of flax 

fiber whl.ch is fitted only for the purposes mentioned in the let
teTS which have been read to you? Will the Senator gi\e m·e a 
reason for not doing so?. 

Mr. WILLI.A.MS. I thought I ha.d gi>en it to the Senator. 
, The Senator says that it is useful for some purpose or other. 
It does not make any difference to me; whatever it is useful for, 
it will make that cheaper. 

l\Ir. McCUl\IBER. Then, in the Senator's opinion, it wilt 
make refrigerator cars cheaper nnd it wi11 make car seats 
cheaper, and the farmer. who suffers, will get an equivalent 
benefi t in lower rates of freight and in lower pas enger rates. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Well_, now, I do not think the Senator 
from North Dakota will undertake to make the statement that 
if you enable a man to fit up a refrigerator car fo1~ less nioney 
in the long run, if not in the short run, the man who ships 
products in refrigerator cars would not get the benefit of that 
any more than the Senator would take the opposite course and 
assert that you might make the price of refrigerating as high 
as you please, and the only man to suffer. would be the man with 
the refrigerator car. The Senator .knows as well as I do that 
in the long run the users of a •tbtng, whether they are farmers 
shippmg wheat and flax or what not, pay for the thing which 
they use to transport their products. 

l\lr. McCUM.BER. Mr. P1•es.ident, I wish I could entirely 
agree with that; it wou-Id ease my fears upon a great many 
subjects~ but I have seen Congress take 20 per cent off sugar 
as it came in from Cuba, and I have seen the refiners put mil
lions of dollars Into their poch-ets without benefiting the public 
at all. The refiners bought their sugar cheaper, undoubtedly, in 
Cuba, because we had thrown off 20 per cent; but I did not see 
the dear American people getting any especlal benefit from it. 
So where refrigerating cars are manufactured only1 by a \ery 
few concerns, always acting in conjunction and asking prac
tically the same prioe, I am not looking for a reduction in the 
price of those articles owing to the fact that you have taken. off 
the farmer's tariff npon a load of flax straw. 

Mr. W .ALSH. Mr. President--
The VICE PRESIDEl'{T. Does the Senator from North D:I· 

kota yield to the Senator from Montana? 
Mr. McCUMBER. In. just a moment. Again, it wa.s said 

that if we would take off the duty on hides., something from 
which the farmer undoubtedly got a little benefit, the dear 
American peopfo would all have cheaper shoes. We took off 
the duty under very strong pressure from the administration and 
with the assistance of the Democratic Party, and the result was 
that shoes and leather went up about 10 per cent. So, I am 
skeptical either- in the short run or in the long run of the farm
ers of my State getting a benefit that Will be commensuro.te with 
their losses following the destruction and closing up of the tow 
mills. 

I now yield to the Senator from Montana. 
. Mr. WALSH. I a.m interested in the Senator's discussion 

of this subject. because my State stands nert to his own in the 
produetion of ftax, a fact which the Senator seems to have over
looked, having accorded that honor ta the State of South Da
kota. Accordingly, I am interested to learn from the Senator 
just ex .. ctly wh€re the competition is which he so much dreads 
in the matter of flax. straw. 

Mr. McCUl\IBER. Mr. President, there wi11 not be so much 
competition in the raw straw. The reason for that is, as 
already suggested by the Senator from Mississippi, that it 
would scarcely pay to haul the straw any great distance; it 
will seareely pay to ship it any great distance by run; but that 
which is produced from the straw can be hauled and used for 
ballast for- almost nominal rates~ and paragraph 273 dears with 
the hackled flax~ with that partly manufactured. It will pay 
to ship the manufactured article. It is now being brought in 
from Canada, and we- han~ had some very close legal questions 
as to. what constituted hackled straw and what constituted 
broken straw. Some of the Canadian firms were simply ship
ping in their hackled straw and calling it by another name, 
such as "broken flax,r~ so- as to escape the $20 per ton chru·ge. 
If you continue the flax straw to stm another deg1·ee of manu
facture-, you will easily se-e that you will then have placed 
enough value upon it so that it will be profitable to ship it here 
from any place in Canada or from Russia, and if you destroy 
our home mills, so that they will not be kept rnnning, then the 
foreigners will have, of course, a monopoly of the market, and 
without the protection of an adequate duty they will ship it in 
in u hackled fE>rm.. 

Mr. WALSH. Of course, that is a Yery lengthy answer to a 
simple question us to where the competition is to come. f'.l'om. 

Mr. McOUMBER. The Senator's question wns deserviug, I 
thought, of an answer that would sufiiciently e.i'J)lain the condi
tions so as to make th-e mutter clear-. 
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l\.Ir. WALSH. I ha·rn been an earnest student of this question, 

and I am seekiug further light now. I apprehend that the Sena
tor is not coutendiug at all that factories across the line in the 
Canadian Provinces afford any burdensome competition to the 
mills on this side in the manufacture of flax tow from flax 
straw. 

Mr. l\fcOU:.\1BER. In one section of the country there is very 
little competition, so far as the straw is concerned, but the 
Canadians will :,ecome great .competitors, and, in my opinion, 
will obtain a monopoly of the production of the hackled straw 
for use in the American market. 

l\Ir. WALSH. Could the Senator tell me, then, of some mill 
in the Provinces adjacent to his State or to my own State that 
will come into com11etition with either the flax straw or the 
tow produced in those States? 

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, those States are not the 
only States that are in competition with the Canadian Prov
inces. The larger amount of flax straw imported into the 
United States is not from northwestern CaLada. 

Mr. WALSH. Evid~ntly not. 
Mr. McCUl\IBER. It is from the eastern section of Canada. 

Therefore it would not come into direct competition with the 
1n·oduct of the States to which the Senator has referred; but if 
it should come in free, without taking into consideration the 
freight that will be necessary to bring the product from the 
Dakotas to the eastern market, they could drive us out of the 
market. I do not understand that there are any tow mills in 
northwestern Canada at all. There may be sop:ie, but I am not 
informed of it if there are. 

Mr. WALSH. Then, is the Senator able to advise us just 
what the difference is between the cost of flax straw whi<;h 
comes into this country from anywhere in the Canadian Prov
inces and the price of flax straw in the Dakotas and in Mon
tana? 

Mr. McCUl\lBER. l\Ir. President, the flax straw produced in 
Canada that comes in competition with the flax straw and the 
hackled flax produced in the United States is produced in the 
eastern section of Canada, contiguous to the mills where it is 
manufactured· into tow. Without the duty the Canadian prod
uct would obtain possession of the American market, and we 
could not compet0 with them. 

l\lr. WALSH. Well, what are the facts about the matter, and 
where are the figures in relation to the price of flax tow or flax 
straw, we will say, in the Province of Quebec? 

l\Ir. l\lcCUl\IBER. I have been giving them in the letters 
which have been read from a manufacturer of flax tow. If the 
Senator will read the two letters, he will find considerable infor
mation in them. 

l\1r. WALSH. I have read the letters with care, and I bad a 
duplicate of the last letter presented by the Senator from North 
Dakota. 

Mr. l\1cCUl\IBER. If the Senator asks me what it costs to 
produce flax straw in any place in the United States or in 
Canada, he is asking me a question that is not susceptible of an 
an we~ · 

Mr. WALSH. Then, upon what basis does the Senator ask 
for the protective tariff, for which he is pleading? 

Ur. l\IcCUl\fBER. I have here another letter from Mr. 
Blehdon. He seems to have been persistent in the presentation 
of this case to the committees of the House and of the Senate, 
because the action proposed strikes to the death a business 
which he has built up through long years of labor. He would 
not use the· language that he does use in the letters unless he 
felt it was a serious matter to his business. I now offer another 
letter, dated .April 12, written to Hon. OscAR UNDERWOOD by 
l\lr. Blehdon, and I will simply ask the Secretary to read the 
marked portions, lea"\<ing out that part which I have indi
cated to be omitted. 

~Ir. Sil\Il\fONS. I should like to ask the Senator one ques-
tion before that letter is read. · 

l\fr. l\icCUMBER. Very well. 
l\fr. SIMMONS. The letter, as I understand, is from the 

same gentleman whose letters the Senator had read a little while 
ago. In one of those letters he stated, as I caught it, that the 

. labor cost of reducing flax straw in Canada was one-half of 
what it is in this country. I want to ask the Senator if he 
belie-res that statement? 

l\fr. l\IcCUl\IBER. I believe that that is practically true in 
eastern Canada. Remember that in this letter Mr. Blehdon is 
dealing with the straw which comes in competition with the 
Amerlcan straw which he receives. If I were speaking of what 
we call the Canadian northwest, I would say frankly that I 
think there is practically little or no difference in the cost of 
labor. As to the eastern section of Canada I am not so well 
informed; but from the best information I can obtain, the cost 

of labor on the Canadian side is considerably less-I can not say 
whether it is half as much, but it is considerably less than upon 
the American side. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President, in the discussions we have 
bad on this bill up to this time I think no Senator has con
tended that there is any material difference between the labor 
cost in this country and in Canada. I am very much surprised J 
to hear the statement that the labor cost here is twice what it l 
is in Canada. I have frequently heard the statement that the 
labor cost here was twice what it was in Europe; but this is the 
first time I have heard it stated in these discussions that there 
was any material difference in the wage cost along the borde·r 
as between this country and Canada. 

l\Ir. l\IcCUl\fBER. I think the Senator has forgotten that 
when we were discussing the reciprocity proposition a couple of 
years ago an extended argument was made on the floor of the 
Senate concerning the comparative cost of labor in the Prortnce 
of Ontario and in New York. 

l\fr. SI.Ml\IONS. Yes. 
Mr. l\fcCUl\lBER. I think it was clearly established that the 

price of farm labor in Ontario and all of the eastern Proyinces 
of Canada was very much lower than in the contiguous terri
tory in the United States. 

Mr. Sil\Il\IONS. In certain sections of Canada, where they 
employed foreign labor-Chinese labor, Japanese labor, or Hindu 
labor; I think that was stated at that time. I did not suppose 
they employed that character of labor in the sections of Can
ada adjoining North Dakota and Montana. 

Mr. McCUl\IBER. No; the Senator is mistaken. 
l\Ir. SIMMONS. I am asking sirnIJly for information. 

·Mr. l\fcCUMBER. The character of labor of which the Sena
tor speaks is only empioyed out on the Pacific coast. I think 
there is very little of that, and it is lower in price simply 
because it is worth Jess. 

l\1r. NELSON. Mr. President, will the Senator from North 
Dakota yield to me for a moment? • 

l\Ir. l\1cCUMBER. I yield to the Senator. 
Mr. NELSON. Out on the Pacific coast, in British Columbia, 

which is not much of an agricultural country, they employ that 
kind of labor, but they raise no flax out there. Flax is raised 
mainly either in the three Provinces of the Northwest or in 
Ontario. Ontario and Quebec are the great flax Provinces, and 
there they do not employ any of that kind of labor. 

l\Ir. Sll\11\IO~S. That is exactly the point I was making. I 
supposed that in the sections of Canada where they grew flax: 
the labor was -very much of the same character as in this coun
try. They are Caucasians, white people. 

l\fr. NELSON. l\Iainly. 
Mr. SIMMONS. Mainly white people. 
Mr. NELSON. Yes; but the wages in eastern Canada-in 

Ontario and Quebec-are much smaller than with us. 
l\fr. SIM.MONS. I had not supposed the labor cost was Yery 

different just across the · line from Montana and South Dakota. 
Mr. MCCUMBER. No. 
l\Ir. SillifONS. But this writer said the cost was twice as 

great here. 
Mr. l\fcCUJ\IBER. I have said again and again in all of 

those debates that the labor in northwestern Canada and in the 
Dakotas differs very little in price; but farm labor in eastern 
Canada and the eastern United States shows a very wide differ
ence in fayor of the American side. While I would not attempt 
to speak definitely and accurately on the subject, my remem
brance is, from the testimony that was given at the time, that 
our labor averaged nearly 50 per cent higher in New York 
State, for instance, than in Ontario. I am speaking now of 
farm labor. 

l\fr. JAMES. Can the Senator state what was the price of 
corn in the Northwest last year? 

l\fr. l\fcCUMBER. I can not, for the reason that in my sec
tion of the country very little corn is raised for sale; and not 
being interested in that particular crop, I have not kept yery 
close track of it. 

l\fr. JAMES. Did the Senator include corn in bis state
ment as one of the products that is now lower than it was last 
year? _ 

Mr. :McCUUBER. I did not have it in mind. I had reference 
to our cereal crop of the Northwest. Corn is raised in the 
Central States. 

l\fr. JAMES. I will state to the Senator that it is true that 
corn is selling now in St. Louis and Kansas City at 80 cents a 
"bushel, and it does not appear to be one of the products that 
has .been driven down by the attempted revision of the tariff. 

Mr. McCUllBER. But there is always a cause for every 
effect, and the Senator from Kentucky certainly understands the 
present cause. When the corn crop has been burned up in 
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Oklahoma nnd Kanrns and Nebraska, and when it is -very much 
shorter than usual in other ections of the country, necessarily 
the price will be •ery much higher. 

Mr . .TAA..<l"ES. The same character {)f argument would apply to 
the reason why ·wheat should be so much lower. 

Mr. l\IcCUlfilER. Certainly; and if I only dealt with two 
conditfons--a.n exce-ssi•e crop one year and a very short crop 
the next year-I should scarcely he dealing fairly with the Sen
ate. Bot in my remarks I covered the 15 years preceding 1912, 
and properly and justly gave credit for the lower prices through 
the excessive crop that was raised in the Northwest in W12. 

Mr. J.Al\IES. ! ngree with the Senator-I do not know 
whether the Senator will go that far or not-that the law of 
supply and demand controls the price of corn, just as it controls 
the price of wheat; that a failure of the crop one year will 
cause the pTice of the product to rise and a greater supply next 
year will cause it to full. 

l\.!r. l\IcCU1\1BER. To be sure; the Senator is absolutely 
right. But the law of demand also depends upon the ability 
to purchase. When money is scarce, owing to lack of contidence. 
stagnation naturally follows, and with it a slackening of busi
ness that prevents or decreases the ability to purchase. 

If the Secretary will now read the second letter--
Mr. SIMMONS. Just one word, Mr. President. I do not 

desire to. enter into any extended discussion, but I do ·desire to 
ascertain exactly the position of the Senator with reference to 
this matter. I do not understand the Senator to be expressing 
any apprehension that flax straw of the quality and character 
that his State pr-oduces will come into competition with any 
straw that is now imported into this ·country. 

Mr. l\lcCUl\IBER. -Oh, yes; it comes into competition with 
Canadian straw, which is already being imported; and my 
position is that wtthout any protection it will come into compe
tition with straw raised in Russia. ' 

Mr. Sil\IMO.r TS. But the unit value of the straw imported 
into this country last year, I think, was $40 a ton, and I under
stood the Senator from North Dakota to say that this was straw 
that sold for only about $3 a ton. I do not see how straw that 
sells for $3 a ton could possibly -come into competition with 
straw that sells for $40 a ton. 

Mr. l\foCUMBER. The Senator will find that the straw 
whlch comes in at $40 per ton is the hackled straw. 

Ur. SIMMONS. That is the only kind that appears to have 
come in. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I know; some of it has come in under the 
head of broken straw; but the hackled straw of longer fiber is 
worth probably $40 a ton. It has to go through a milling 
process, and that is a very different proposition from the raw 
product as it comes from the farm. 

Mr. SIMMONS. The Senator's State does not produce any of 
that kind of straw, as I understand. 

Mr. l\fcCUMBER. Oh, yes. 
Mr. SI1.\UIONS. Any of the long-staple straw? 
Mr. l\fcCUl\1BEil. The $40-per-ton straw is not the long

fibered straw that enters into the composition of fab1ics. It 
is used for the same purpose. The hackled fiber that would 
come in, fit for the purposes to which the Senator refers, would 
be worth from $240 to $260 a ton. 

l\fr. Sil\IlIONS. Yes; but what I am trying to ascertain is 
whether the ·senator's State produces any straw that would 
come into competition with the straw that is imported here, 
·valued at $40 per ton? 

Mr. McGUl\ffiER. Yes; but under the present law we have 
not imported the straw, because the duty on the straw itself is 
practically prohibitive. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Then, there has been no importation of this 
character of straw up to this time? 

l\Ir. UcCUMBER. Certainly not, under a prot€ction of $5 
per ton, when the straw itself will sell for from $3 to $6 per ton. 

l\lr. SIMMONS. That is what I thought. The Senator's 
position is that his State produces a straw that is worth only 
$3 per ton. The Senator stated, earlier in his speech, that 
where the mill is not too far from the farm it is profitab1e to 
haul this straw to the mill and sell it. 

Mr. MoCUMBER. Yes. 
Mr. SIMMONS. I assume from that statement that it would 

not be profitable to haul it any considerable distance. 
Mr. l\IcCUl\IBER. It would not. The Senator is correct. 
Mr. Sil\Il\IONS. Not even to the mill? 
l\Ir. McCUM:BER. No. 
Mr. SIMMONS. The only straw that could come into eom

petition with the straw raised here is that produced in Canada 
and that produced in Russia, as I understand the Senator? 

Mr. l\IcCUl\IBER. I do not think any great quantity of the 
seaw itself would come into competition with ours. It would 

be the hackled straw. I am spealiing of the raw straw. It 
would be that whlch is partly manufactured. 

l\Ir. Sil\I1\fONS. But the Senator is di cussing thi $3-a-ton 
straw, nnd I am trying to find out wheth r there is any danger 
of any 'Competition with that from abroad. 

Mr. l\IcCUMBER. There is great d::mber of competition. 
l\Ir. SIMMONS. And I am trying to find out whether there 

is any danger of that straw in its raw state-not in its hackled 
condition, but in Us raw state-coming over here. Straw, 
while very light, is exceedingly bulky, and in trnnspo1·tation 
a bulky product, though light, is necessarily charged a very high 
rate. In my section of the country we sometime· buy hay from 
the West when we do not make-enough, but because of the bulky 
character and the light weight of hay the freight rate is always 
as much again, and sometimes nearly twice as much, as the cost 
of the hay itself. If this straw has to be hauled any con
siderable distance, it seems to me the farmers of the Senator's 
State would not be in any possible danger of competition, be
cause of the freight rates. 

l\Ir. McCU.l\IBER. The Senator is CClITect, provided the mills 
will keep running. But if you take a way the protection to the 
tow mill-that is what we are dealing with here-which hackles 
the straw, so that it closes, the farmer <::rui not haul his straw 
anywhere. You destroy his market, because, as yon say, he can 
not ship it any material distance. The vice ot this proposed 
action lies in the fact that you close the mill, and that is what 
I am trying to keep open. 

Let me make that clear to you. You will close the mills in 
the Dakotas and in :Minnesota, because the flax of Ontario, 
which is very much nearer the point of manufacture, can reach 
it with a •ery small freight rate, while ours could not reach it 
without a ·very high freight rate. Therefore Olli' mills would 
close and there would be held open only those, perhaps, in New 
York for the manufacture of ihe Canadian straw, because New 
York does · not produce any. 

l\Ir. SIMMONS. I will assume that the hackled product of 
this $3-a-ton sh·aw would be of •ery little ·rnlue. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Why? 
l\fr. Sil.fMONS. If the hackled product was of much value, 

I should think that of itself would advance the price of the raw 
straw beyond $3 a ton. 

l\fr. McCUl\IBEil. Of c.ourse, after it is hackled it brino-s its 
value up to about $18 a ton; but the freight rntes from North 
Dakota, Montana, and Minnesota to New York are such that 
with free hackled straw they could not compete lMth the Cana
dian product, that would not ha•e the same freight rate. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. 11.fr. President, one word, if the Senator will 
pardon me. This straw which is worth $3 a ton is carried to 
a mill, where it is hackled, is it not? 

Mr. UcCUl\IBER. Yes. 
l\Ir. WILLIAMS. Could the straw which sells for $3 a ton 

be carried to any mill which was so far away that the transpor
tation rate would be more than $3 a ton? 

Mr. McCUMBER. Certainly not. The SenatoT is right as to 
that. 

Mr. WILLIA.MS. Yery well. My own experience as a farmer 
is that I crrn not afford to haul anything over 12 miles that is 
not worth over $3 a ton, even upon a dirt road. How far by 
rail or by water do you suppose this $3-a-ton stuff will stand 
transportation? 

Mr. l'lfcCUMBER. Remember that in no instance are we 
transporting straw in its raw state. The Senator is mistaken 
if he understands that we transport the straw itself by freight. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Very well; the Senator is not talh."ing about 
straw. He dwelt UP-On it as "the poor man's crop" and all thnt 
sort of thing, and said that we were taking it awny from the 
farmer. What I am trying to show is that nothing could come 
into competition with this product that bad to come more than 
12 miles by a dirt road. 

l\Ir. l\IcCUl\IBER. · All right. We will assume that to be 
absolutely true, and undoubtefily it is true. But that which has 
to come 5 or 6 miles I do· not think our farmers wi11 haul 12 
miles for $3 a ton. That which has to come from 5 or G miles 
comes to a mill to be hackled and partially manufactured. Then 
it is in a condition where it will stand the freight to the place 
of manufacture. If you produce the product so cheaply in east
ern Canada that we can not afford to pay the freight from tlrnt 
mill upon the product, the mill closes, and of course the farmer 
gets nothing. It is not competition at his door; it is competi
tion at the ultimate place of manufacture. 

Afr. WILLI.Al\IS. The hackled flax is worth $18 a ton, I un
derstand. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I believe that is it. One of these letters 
giYes the exact figures. I think it is worth from l!)lS to $20 a. 
ton. 
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Mr. WILLIA...'!\IS. Of course, like every othe1· product in the to reach most of the American farmers. The consumption in 

world, it varies in price. The Senator has stated that a Ca- the Unitecl States at the present time, of course, will not justify 
nadiun mill can take the straw at $3 a ton and turn it into enough mills to take care of all the straw; but because it will 
hackled flax which is to sell at $18 a ton, and bent us in doing not take care of all is no reason why we shonld nat give the 
it. That is his argument-that they can turn the $3 stuff into northwestern farmer the benefit of what the American market 
the $18 stuff mor~ cheaply than we can. It that be true, it can hold and can consume as against the world; and especially 
must be due to on~ of several reasons, or all of them. Either so as no one will reap a benefit f!'om placing this product on the 
they ha·rn cheaper labor working in their mills-:-remember, now, free list except the n:.anufacture::- of the refrigerator cars and 
not on the farm, but in the mills-or they have better mill upholstered seats, and so forth; and the proportionate part ot 
machinery or they have better mill management or they have the cost that wonld be represented in the tow that is used in 
a climate better adapted to the process of manufacture. them is so very small that I doubt if the public itself, either 

Mr. McCU.l\IBER. Or better freight rates. immediately or remotely, would get any appreciable benefit. 
Mr. WILLI.Al.IS. Or better freight rates; one or the other. But it means a great deal to the farmer of the Northwest dur

I can understand how, at one place along this great 3,000-mile ing hard times, and especially this year in my State, where in 
line, the freight rates should be in favor of the Canadian. and the western half of the State, perhaps, not more- than from a 
how at another place they would be favorable to the American. third to half a crop will be harvested. 

l\fr. McCUMBER. At every place. I now ask for the reading of the letter I have sent to the desk . 
.Mr. WILLIAMS. But I can not understand how they would desk. 

be in favor of the Canadian all along the 3,000-mile line; neither l\fr. WALSH. Mr. President, before we dispose of this matter 
can the Senator from North Dakota. I desire to remind the Senate that in the course of some remarks ' 

Mr. M:cCUMBER. Tbnt is just what I ha·rn been trying to which I made here about two weeks ago I bad read a letter from 
explain to the Senator. There will be no 3,000-mile freight rates a banker at Fessenden, 1n the State of the Senator, addressed 
for the Canadian, because his product, as I have stated over to a lady who is engaged. in the business of raising flax in Wells 
and over again, is produced in Ontario, ve1·y close to the place County, in his State. She thought she ought to get something 
of manufacture in New York. Therefore he has a very small for the flax straw, but she was answered that the people burned 1 

freight rate as compared with our very large freight rates. their flax straw in the State of North Dakota and do not get 
1\1. WIL.LIAl\IS. lf the Senator will pardon me, I under- anything for it; that they had communicated with the Union 

stand that; but that flax straw has to reach the Canadian mil1, Fiber Co., of Winona, 1\linn., and had endeavored to sell the 
has it not, before it is turned into hackled straw and before flax straw there, but the transportation rates were so great that ' 
it is shipped to this country or anywhere else? The Senator they consumed all the profit there was in the enterprise, making 
will admit that it can not be carried to a mill at the present it impossible to market the straw. 
price of $3 a ton farther than about 12 miles over a dirt road, Accordingly I communicated by wire with the Union Fiber. 
:ind I should say about 50 miles over a railroad,. without eating Co., of Winona, l\finn. I understand the Senator to say that 
up the entire price. Therefore none of the straw will ever go he does not claim anything for a duty upon fl.ax straw, but he 
to a mill farther than 50 miles away, whether on the Canadian is solicitous about a duty on tow. The Union Fiber Co. wired 
side or the Ame1ican side. In other words, the consequence me, under date of July 28-
of the entire thing is that the straw to ·be hackled must be car- Answering telegram this date, duty on flax tow has only nominal 
1ied to a mill that is within $3 freight-rate distance of the mill effect on orrr business. 
1n which it is hackled. So the idea of the straw in Canada That it has only a nominal effect is disclosed in another letter 
going to any except very few American mills very close to the which I got from a professor of the agricultural college of North 
border is out of the question, and the idea of any of our flax Dakota, who favored me with a copy of the letter read by the 
straw going to any mill in Canada, unless very close to the Senator and addressed to Hon. Osc.A..R UNDER.Woon. I read from 
border, is also out of the question. In other words, it is one that letter, written by Mr. Henry L. Bolley, as follows: 
of the things that must be done by little country establishments Practically all the flax straw which has been raised in the State has 
close to the flax straw or else the mill will close because it can been run through the thrashing ma.chine, and either has been burned or 

t th used for feed. However, there are. perhaps, a dozen tow mills within 
no get e stra W. the boundaries of Minnesota and North Dakota which consume consid-

Mr. McCUMBEil. The force of the Senator's argument al- erable straw, each within its own reasonable shipping or handling 
ways seems to exhaust itself at the first mill-that i~, at what distance. 
I may call the hackling mill-whereas the governing proposition Which, I suppose, means that they can only get the straw 
is the cost of putting it into the mill that manufactures it into from a distance of 10, 15, or 20 miles, as suggested by the 
tow. Senator from Mississippi, as it is impossible to transport it a 

Now, let me make that clear to the Senator, if it is possible. greater distance than that and likewise that they can not 
·Let us suppose that in North Dakota the raw straw will yield transport their product to any considerable distance, and cer
three and a half to five dollars a ton, dependent upon the condi- tainly in ·all reasonable probability not so as to come in compe
tion of the straw. It will bring the value of that up to $18 to tition with anything that is manufactured upon the Atlantic 
$20 a ton to pass it through the first process in the little local seaboard at all. He continues: 
mill. Now, it is 1,500 miles from the place to which it must be The farmers get from $2 to $2.50 per ton for the straw. You are 
consigned to manufacture it into tow. We will say that it will , probably also aware that there are several new uses being made o! 
cost $9 a ton-it may be more than that. but I am giving that flax straw as grown from seed flax. A reasonably good binder fwine 
as an lllusti·ation-to send that hackled straw to New York is being made in Minneapolis . . The Union Fiber .Mills at Winona-
where it is to be manufactured. We will admit, for this argu- The same company-

t, th t it ·11 t th i o t · c d t h ul it are making some very splendid insulating boaYds and other types ot men a W1 cos e same n n ario, ana a, o a fiber products which are nsed in electrical work. refrigerator wcrk, 
to the mill and get it hackled, and then it may cost $2 a ton etc. A large amount of fiber is also used in makin"' straight paper 
to get it from there over to the mills in New York to be manu- board, and the board or paper which takes the place of back plaster in 
factured. The Senator can easily see that under that condition, houses. It ls also used to some extent for mixing in cements u8ed for 

plasters. Paper pulp products are also being experimented with in one 
with a difference o·f $7 in freight rates, we could scarcely com- or more mills in this region. 
pete with the product in Canada. This man is advocating a duty upon fl.ax tow. He says: 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I see after yo·a got it hackled the difference Free introduction of noils or waste fiber frcm Russia or of flax stn.w 
of $7 freight rate would be an immense item, but I can also see as packing or ballast, without other compensating features, would 
that the fellow who did the hackling could not get the straw to likely-
hackle unless he got it within a distance of $3 a ton freight Would likely-
rate. destroy the present activities of the tow mrus, which now produce a 

Mr. McCUl\IBER. Of course he must get it within a short very large amount of this product in the Northwest. 
di t The flax crop is struggling against many odds, but I believe that 

S ance. eventually it will prove to be one of the permanent and valuable staple 
Mr. WILLIAMS. Therefore, no matter what it is, the amount crops of the Northwest. 

he can get is very limited, indeed. Very truly, yours, HmmY L. BoLLEY. 
Ur. McCUl\IBER. Suppose it is true that it is very limited; The explanation. is one that is perfectly simple and perfectly 

that depends on the number of ::illls, and the mills do not cost easy. The freight rates absolutely preclude the farmers of the 
very much. Some of the little hackling mills cost, I think, not State of the Senator or the farmers of my State from getting 
over $800 to $1,000, and from•that up to two or three thousand any benefit whatever from a duty upon either .flax tow or fl.ax 
dollars. If the business would justify it, the number would straw. 
very much increase. We have some of them in our State; I do Before I take my seat, Mr. President, because the esteemed 
not know how many, but enough so that they use a considerable Senator referred the prevailing low price of wheat to appre
of the straw when the times are particularly close. If the con- hension about legislation that may be enacted by this Congress 
ditions wlll justify it, there will -be enough of those little mills and to the fact that there was an extremely large crop produced 

• 

.. 
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last year, I desire to call the attention of the Senate to the fact 
that the farm price of wheat last year was lo""er than it has 
been in any year since 1906, and by examining the figures the 
reason is perfectly obvious. 

In 1906 we produced 735,261,000 bushels in this country as 
against 6!>2,000,000 the year before and 634,000,000 bushels the 
year thereafter, and the price went down to 72 cents. I do not 
apprehend that in the year 1906 there was any particular appre
hension troubling the minds of the country in relation to tariff 
legislation. In 1912 we again had a bumper crop, the total pro
duction being 730,260,000 bushels, as against 621,000,000 bushels 
in 1911 ; that is, 109,000,000 bushels morB than we had the year 
before, an increase in the neighborhood of 15 per cent. But the 
price went down to only 85 cents as against 72i, the farm price 
in 1906. 

Of course there was only one cause which produced the fall 
in 1D06-tlle bumper crop of that year-but when the fall was 
only half as great this year, it was not due to the bumper crop 
we had last year but to some prevailing apprehension. 

l\Ir. l\IcCU.l\IBER. I would just as soon go back again if the 
Senator from Montana wants to revert to it. He would find 
some explanation of the 1006 crop not only as a bumper crop in 
the United States, but as a pretty good bumper crop in the 
world, which, of course, had its effect on the prices in the 
United States. He would perhaps have to take into considera
tion several things in determining what influenced the price. 
Our prices, of course, are goY"erned in the first instance by the 
home demand, that being the principal place of consumption. 
That home demand is influenced though not governed by the 
general level of the world's prices, which is goY"erned by the 
general world's supply. I could not answer at this time the 
Senator's proposition without going a little further and finding 
out what the world's supply is. So I will have to deviate from 
that and get back to the question at issue. 

The Senator says that the farmers can not send their product 
to the mills any appreciable distance. For a number of years 
we haye been shipping this hackled flax, or, as we can it, par
tially manufactured tow, from the Dakotas and Minnesota to 
the State of New York-to Buffalo, I think-where it is manu
factured into tow. That very fact itself destroys the Senator's 
theory. We haye been doing it right along. We have been 
doing it up to tile present time, and that is pretty good evidence 
that with a continuation of the present conditions we will prob
ably continue doing the same thing. 

No one has claimed that you can afford to ship the straw 
itself any great distance. No attempt is ever made to do so. 
We can only get the straw within a limited distance from the 
little_ hackling or tow mill, as it is called; but after we have 
hackled the straw, after we haYe partially manufactured it, 
under present conditions we then can ship the product almost 
to any portion of the United States in competition with the 
Canadian product. 

Without that protection these little mills will be compelled to 
close, and then, of course, the farmer will receive no price 
whate-rer for his product; and if at Buffalo or Rochester or 
wherever else the manufacturing center is in the State of New 
York they can not get this material from the State of New 
York they will naturally get it over from Canada, and that will 
be a splendid market for all the straw -practically raised in 
Ontario, while it will entirely destroy our own market. 

We have had $20 per ton protection on this hackled straw. I 
believe that these mills could still run in the Northwest if the 
bill were left exactly as it was passed by the House, namely, at 
$10 per ton; but I believe without fair consideration the ma
jority of the Senate committee did not take into account the 
uses for which this hackled straw or short-fiber tow is used, 
but assumed that they were benefiting the general public by a 
r eduction in the cost of the raw material which would be r e
flected in a reduction in the retail price of the manufactured 
product. But inasmuch as it does not go into any manufactured 
product your reason fails, your purpose is destroyed, and there
tore I ask you to reconsider that one proposition of the short
fiber flax, which is not fitted for the manufacture of fabrics. 

If the Secretary will read the letter or make another attempt 
to do it, I shall be pleased. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as re-
quested. 

The Secretary read as follows : 
BGFFALO, N. Y., April 12, 1913. 

Ilon. OSCAR W. UNDERWOOD, 
. Ohainnan, Ways a1id Means Oommittee, Washington, D . 0. 
DE~n Sm: I have befot·e me the propo ed tariff bill, dated April 7, 

and in the interest of the Committee on· ·ways and .Means, and in the 
interest of Congress in general, which I am sum wants to do tile right 
bv both sides, tbe Government and the people. :ind tinnily in the inter
t>st of the hundreds of thousands of :f.arme1· · in tile States of .Maine, 
Ohio, Michigan, Iowa, Wisconsin, Minnesota, and North and South 

• 

Dakota, I respectfully call to your attention what this communication 
addresed to you does contain. 

First. Duty on "tow of flax straw," as It should be. and not "tow 
of flax," as it is called erroneously under the Payne t:uiff and copied 
in the proposed tariff. 

I say the d·uty on "tow of flax straw" has been reduced from $20 
per ton to $10 per ton, and the tow manufacturers and farmers whom 
I represented and do represent have no intention of criticizing or com· 
plaining of your decision in that matter, and $10 ~ ton on tow of flax 
straw shall stand, as fat· as we are concerned. 

Second. On the free list, page 111, section 497, line 21, of the pro· 
posed tariff you have flax straw. 

To the tow manufacturers individually it would not make mnch dif
feren.ce, for if we would we could simply import flax strnw from Canada, 
Russia, and Ireland fifty times more than we could use, for such flax 
straw from European countries would be imported as ballast in all kinds 
of sailing vessels, the41Same as African fiber and foreign fibers are im
p~rted, and we coul~ even buy some of that straw, delivered at our 
mills, at the same price as we pay to the farmers of the United States 
to wit, from $3 to $9 a ton, according to the States where it is raised 
and to length and fiber-containing qualities. · 

But. honorable sir, have you and your committee for a moment con· 
sidered that that will interfere_ with several hundred thousand farmers 
who annually receive from twenty-five to several hundred dollars each 
for their straw, and which in most cases goes to the farmers' wives 
and is called "straw money," and with which they bay the clothes 
and necessities for the whole family? 

In spite of the fact that great efforts have been mnde for the last 
few years to use the flax straw for paper making and for linen, so far 
th~ bulk has been used for making upholstering tow, refrigerator-car 
linmgs, but just now some paper and linen mills are being stat·ted. 

Yet only less than one-half of •the flax straw raised in the United 
States ls salable for all these purposes so far, and therefore one-half 
is reluctantly burned by the farmers. 

Now comes the new tariff and puts flax straw on. the free list when 
the United States Agricultural Department is making and offering all 
kinds of inducements to raise the flax industry. 

I have received letters and telegrams for the last few days showing 
that all tile fa1·ming communities are under great excitement, and 
some of the letters read that never a Democratic Member will be 
elected to Congress. Some of these letters are so highly exaggerated 
or threatening that I have wired the several commeL·cial clubs from 
where they originated " to keep cool and wait until the bill ls passed." 

I have had dealings with these farmers for the last 20 years, and I 
know, sir, that flax straw on the free list will have a tremendous in
fluence upon future elections. • • • 

The thread manufacturers, the twine manufacturers, the manufac
turers of all kinds of stuff from flax straw and flax have come before 
your honorable committee and have told some truth, bat untruth enough 
to hide any truth, for they even went so fat· as to propose hackled and 
scutched European flax be put on the free list, when it takes tremen
dous and very expensive work to make scutched and hackled flax out of 
flax straw ready for finer spinning, for it takes machinery worth thou
sands of dollars and up to 6 tons of flax straw to make 1 ton of good 
~~~Ii :Ji~(l. counting the thousands of dollars of labor we pay out in 

These manufacturers and the lying importers have conjured up a 
veritable lying hell, for they themselves and their million-dollar trusts 
asked to be higher and higher protected. · 

Third. The farmers are imposed upon and wronged in other ways. 
Just look at page 96. section 387, where it says, "sea grass and sea 

weeds, if manufactured, 10 per cent ad valorem"; and that was the 
same under the Payne tariff. and yet some of these great combinations 
in eastern large cities import free from Africa a fiber they call African 
fiber, of wbich I, under special cover by registered mail, send you a 
sample. 

Hundreds of thousands of tons "\Vere imported from Africa as bal
last, most of it through New York, Philadelphia, and Boston, and some 
through Fall River. This fiber, or sea grass-it grows in places near 
the sea-is first washed and cleaned and then spun by heavy machhtery 
in order to give it a curl just like curled cattle or horse hair, then it 
is untwisted again just like curled hair and used for mattre ses and 
upholstering of couches. 

Formerly the importers put their heads together and made the 
appraisers doubtless believe that the cleanin~ and the · spinning into 
rope of this fiber and sea grass was done by the heat of the sun-yes, 
some or these appraisers are very wise men. 

So, therefore, as I said, hundreds of thousands of tons of that stuff 
are used for upholstering and for bedding, and the farmers are cut out 
of their sales of flax straw and the tow manufacturers of tow. 

Fourth. Thet·efot·e a new paragraph ought to be inserted. reading: 
"African fiber, spun in rope, 10 per cent ad valorem," or 10 a ton, 
as it was in previous tariffs. 

* • * • • • 
Now, fr. Chairman, I have taken great pains to explain to you 

facts, true facts, and nothing but facts, biased by nothing, but justice 
to everybody all around, and the same statements have been made and 
are being made to Senators and Congressmen of the flax-raising States. 

'.fhe matter is in your hands, and from you tbe farmet·s and the 
people connected with the lines in question expect justice, and I surely 
and we all have no doubt if you can do justice you will do it. 

I have the honor to be, 
Yours, very respectfully, 

v. n. BLEnooN, 
Fo1· himself a1ul those manufacturers and farmei·s 

as per signatures, petitions, an!l powers of 
attorney submitted to the honorable committee. 

l\Ir . .McCUl\!BER. I especially call · attention, Mr. President, 
to the fact that immense quantities, hundreds of thousands of 
tons, of somewhat similar fibers have been shipped from South 
Africa merely as ballast, and the same writer calls attention to 
the fact that the flax hackled could be shipped as ballast both 
from India and from Russia with very little or no freight rates, 
and, therefore, seem·~ a market in, this country. It is to protect 
ourselves not only as against the Canadian product, but also 
as against the uroduct of other countries that an adequate duty 
is desirable. 

I omttted to answer that por tion of the argument of the 
Senator from Montana [Mr. WALSH] relating to the establish-
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ment of a tow mill at Winona, 1\finn., and its business. One 
can scarcely present a letter and draw an intelligent conclusion 
from it unless he understands the business of the institution 
writing the letter. I think if the Senator would make close 
inquiry into. the case he would find that the mill in Winona does 
not use the flax straw after it has been thrashed at all, through 
it may use some of it; but I unflerstand that for pa.rt of its 
processes it uses green flax straw. 

Then the Senator must also take into consideration the fact 
that it is located near Minneapolis, a lllil.nufacturing center, 
where it can ship its product. It mny get enough straw for all 
tits purposes in its vicinity, and it may have customers for the 
articles it produces right in Winona itself, which "is quite a , 
large city, or it may ship its product to Minneapolis, wb.ich, I 
think, is only about 50 or 60 miles away. That would present 
a case entirely different from the cases I have been. discussing. 

.l\Ir. GRO:NNA. Mr. President--
The VICE PRESIDEJNT. Does the Senator from North Da

kota yield to his colleague? 
M:r. :McCU.MBER. I yield to my colleague. 
.l\1r. GRONNA. I will say to the Senator from Montana 

[Mr. WALSH] that anyone who manufactures fiber ware is not 
a customer for the ripened flax straw. Fiber ware, such as 
pails, washtubs, and washbasins, is made out of the green 
straw. The straw which my colleague has been talking about 
is straw left in the farmer's field after it has been thrashed and 
the seed has been taken from it. In no way could that kind 

. of straw be used for the purpose to which I have referred. 
It is true, as my colleague has sai~ th.at :flax str.a w is being 

hauled, though, of course, only a short distance, to what we call 
tow mills. We have had tow mills in my own county. It brings 
only a small price, as the Senator from Montana and my col
leairue have said; but if the duty is entirely taken off, flax straw 
.will be bought in the East instead of in the West. After the 
straw has been hackled it is reduced in weigbt. It is then baled 
and can be shipped quite a distance, in view of the prices which 
the manufactured article brings to-day. So it is hardly fair to 
compare the product of the Winona concern with the product 
about which my colleague has been speaking. 

Mr. W .ALSH. Mr. President, lest any possible misconception 
may arise about the character of the business done by the Union 
Fiber Co., I refer you to the fact mentioned in the letter of 
Prof. Boney. Likewise, I simply read from a letter written by 
a banker in the city of Fessenden, Wells County, to his client, 
the lady who was trying to dispose of her flax straw. I sup
pose that probably a man engaged in the banking business in 
Fessenden would be th-0roughly well informed about the pos
sibility of disposing of such fl.ax straw as -passes through the 
thrashing machine in that county. He is evidently a yery 
intelligent man and recites the fact that the lady had endeavored 
to make disposition not only of that fiax: straw, but of other 
flax straw which he had, ant'I. the only place that he could find 
a market for it, as he thought, was at Winona. They quoted 
him a price, and he proceeded t-0 figure the thing -0ut and found 
that it was impossible to ship it. 

l\Ir. GRONNA. Mr: President, 1f my colleague will yield to 
me again, I will say that I am not disputing the statement made 
by the Senator from Montan.a that a great deal of flax straw is 
being burned and a great deal of it is being fed to stoek; I am 
not disputing the statement that hackled straw might be used 
at Win-0na; but I have simply made the statement that for fiber 
ware green flax must be used; it must be pulled by hand the 
same as flax is pulled for linen in the countries of Europe where 
linen is manufactured. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, it did not need a bank 
president nor anyone else to tell this lady that :flax straw itself 
could not be shipped from Fessenden to Winona and sold ro 
advantage.. She would have to ship the straw itself a.bout 500 
miles; but suppose there was a little mill at Fessenden~-

Mr. WALSH. That is nQt the question. That was the only 
place he knew of where she could dispose of it. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Well. possibly there might not have been 
a place very much nearer where she could afford to dispose of 
it. You can not ship flax straw any distance at all. Let us 
admit that it will not pay to freight such straw any great 
distance. I have tried to make that clear; but it does pay to 
ship the fiber. Remember that four-fifths or five-sixths -of the 
weight and bulk is taken away after th-e flax straw goes through 
the hackling process. If there was a little tow mill in the 
vicinity of her farm, she could undoubtedly afford to haul straw 
that distance, aud then th-e tow mill could afford to ship the 

· fiber itself elem· 'On to the State of New York to have it manu
factured into the yariou.s articles for which the fiber is used. 
11,'hat is a complete answer to that proposition. If, however, 
you make it impossible for her ever to have a tow mill .in the 

lmmediate vicinity~and ~ mean by a tow mm a mill that first 
puts the str:a w through the hackling process-of course she will 
ne•er ba ve a market. 

Mr. President, I ha•e another letter written by the same man, 
Mr. Blehdon, dated .June 21, to the chairman of the Committee 
on Finance. It may be that he repeats himself to some extent 
in these letters, but each letter contains new- propositions which 
I consider very impo1·tant to a proper understanding of the 
question, and, though it ma.y duplicate to some extent some of 
his • former statements, I cnn scarcely take the time now to 
segregate the several parts and so will ask for the reading of 
the entire l~tter_ 

l\Ir. WILLIAMS. Mr. President--
The VIOE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Korth Da

kota yield to the Senator from 1\fississippi? 
Mr. :McCIDIBER. I yield to the Senator. 
Ur. WILL.IAMS. Would not the Senator just as soon have 

the letter printed in the REoonn at this point as a part of his 
remarks? 

.Mr. McCUMBE.R. I wish to have the letter read. As I have 
said, I have just returned to the Senate after an enforced ab
sence of nearly a m-0nth, and it is somewhat necessary for me 
to refresh my mind as I go over these letters in order to present 
the case fairly. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is ther~ objection? The Chair 
hears none. and the Secretary will read as requested. 

The Secretary read as :follows : 
In re Sch~dule J-Flax, hemp, etc. 

BUFFALO, N. Y., Jt111e 21, 1913.. 
!Ion. F. IcL. Sr...rMo:s-s, 

Chairmall Committee on Finance, United States Senate, · 
Washington, D. 0. 

~ .Sm : I respectfully submit to your consideration this letter con
tai~ facts of greatest importance to milUons of farmers of the Middle 
and Western States of the United States, because part of their finan
cial welfare does depend, and will depend, upon the· result and out
oome of the tarln', so far as their raising of tlax is concerned. 

The product, just as it is raised by the farmer, is called by them 
" flax" ; the boll at the top of the plant contains the flaxseed, and the 
stalk is called "flax straw." The seed is used for the manufacture of 
oil, and so forth. The straw, after it is thrashed, is sold by the farmer 
to the tow mills for the manufacture of tow for upholster ing f urni t m-e 
and all kinds <>f fillit•g, and some for the 1ining of railroad refrig~rator 
cars, wher e formerly charcoal or cork or pressed ~attle hair was used. 
Tow js made in four or five different grades, from the coa rse to the 
ver.s finest grade, for which purpose from 2?! tons of flax s t raw for a 
ton of coarse tow up to G tons ot flax straw for 1 ton of the finest 
tow is used., a.nd which latter grade e:m be used for all kind of spin
ning. The fiax straw is brought by the farmers to the tow mills, w hich 
are distributed all over the We£tern and NorthwestHn Sta te , from Ohio 
to Nort h Dakota. Obio and Mkhigan produ<:e the fines t fl a x s t r a w, and 
so does Wisconsin; and most flax straw is made into· spinning fl a x. 

The United States raise about 3,000,000 tons of flax, which means 
flax straw with the seed on. and there is only a market to t he far mers 
for about 800,000 tons, and which they t eam dir ect to the t ow mills 
and receive cash fo.r the thrashed flax stra w of from $3 to $9 per ton. 
Farmers farther away from the mills bale the thrash ed flax sti-aw and 
ship it to the mill and receive f rom $3 to $9 a ton fo r it, according to 
the quality and length of the fiax straw. T hero ar e some fa r mers who 
receive as much as $6,000 a season for their flax s t raw, and, of course, 
do n to about $30 or "100. In oth~r words, the sale of t he fl a x straw 
to the tow mills and to the mills manufacturing r efrigerator-ca r lining 
1s a great income to t he farmer, and has ~en for many years back. 

When a new ta.ri.fl' bill wa s be.fore the Hou~ of Repre enta tives the 
farmers of the West and Nol."thwest, especially Nor th a n d South Dakota, 
Minnes ot a, and Michigan, held excit ed meet ings, and it w as decided 
that Congress should be petitioned and explain the conditions of the 
flax crop in the United States, a.nd that the du ty then p.revalling on 
fu:tx straw, $5 a ton, and on tow made out of flax straw, or. rather, out 
of the fiber of flax straw, should be left at $20 a ton, the same duty as 
before. 

I have been in the business of buying tlax straw and manufacturing 
tow fo.r about 25 years, a.nd I am known in every place in the Middle. 
Western, and :Korthwestern States where flax is raised, for I either 
bought for my tow mills or for others ; and I then re<:etved from agri
cultural departments, business men, and f a1·mers all over the West and 
Northwest an invitation to represent them before Congress. 

I accepted, provided that I will make no charge ; and I did it simply 
and solely in the interest of th~ fann~rs, wit h whom I have been d{)ing 
business and lived in peace a.nd harmony fQr so many yea r . The com
mercial clubs and farmers and business men sianed petitions and sent 
them to their Senators and Representatives, and I myself appeared before 
the Ways and Means Committee with pow.e-rs of attorney from business 
men, commercial clubs, farmers, tow manufactu rer~ , and presented a 
large number of p.etitions the commercia l clubs and farmers had gotten 
up among themselves, all addressed to th~ H Gn. OSCAR W. U KDERWOOD 
or to his committee. 

I appeared before the committee on the 25th of January and sub
mitted briefs, and the committee. after duly considering an matters. 
examining petitions, nnd going into tile fa cts, redn~ c1 and took off 
the duty on flax straw, under the general p1-i.nciple t hat it was. a r a w 
product, and ma.de the duty on "tow of fl.ax," a it i calle-d, $10 a 
ton instead -0f $20. as it was before. Here I wm say t hat the price ot 
tow rang~s from 25 up to $80 a ton. 

Now it is <>fficially stated that the Finance <::ommittee of the Scriate 
has put tow -0f flax on the free list, and that me!lns that Russia :md 
Canada and Germany will tlood the country and destroy the farmers· 
income, and make it impossible f-Or tow manufuctu.rers to buy their 
strawt :for Russia raises as mueh OT mor~ fi:u than America. and so does 
Ca.n.aaa ; so do other countries • . more or less. Russia on![ pays one
fourth the wages we pay and Canada only abm,1t one-ha.I , and these 
<:ountrles are, therefore, wen able to undersell us Amel"ican tow manu
facturers .. and th~ farmers with their tow and with their flax straw. 
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I n fact, Canada has exported many cars of tow, which they, under the 
present turilI, fraudulently billed as flax straw, and have sold it, and 
could sell it, for much less than we could produce it, when -it is con
sidered that we have to pay .from $3 to $9 a ton for the straw, when 
1t can be bou~ht over there at $2, and even some le s. 

Now, the1·efore, tow of fl.ax being on the free list, the tow manufac
turers will buy no more fl.ax straw, for they will need none; and the 
many mills which are half in the hands of farmers themselves will 
have to close entirely.; and you will hear soon that a great uproar and 
general outcry will be made when it is found that not only flax straw 
but flax tow you have put on the free list, and therefore destroyed a 
large income of the farmers and destroyed the manufacture of tow, 
.wherefrom the farmers receive partly their income. Why should flax 
straw and tow of flax straw be on the free list when the United States 
raises 3,000,000 tons a year and can sell only about 800,000 tons, and 
the farmers have to burn the balance? Hemp and hemp product is a 
different thing, because there is very little raised in the United States, 
and the United States product is scarcely to be consfdered ; but you 
will see this is a different matter with flax straw and flax. 

Here please note that tow mills are small concerns, worth a mill 
from four to five thousand dollars upward. These, compared with the 
millionaire thread, twine, and rope manufacturers. who petition flax 
straw and tow on the free list-your favors in justice should certainly 
fall upon the poor farmers. The combination of thread and twine 
manufacturers, who have millions invested, care very little what hap
pens to the farmer, nor will thread or twine be cheaper, flax straw or 
tow being on the free list. But, on the contrary, whereas the United 
~tates Agricultural Department is trying to encourage the farmers to 
raise the best straw only, and whereas these farmers, many of them, have 
Imported foreign best flax seed-these thread manufacturers never 
have encouraged anything of that kind, but, on the contrary, told the 
Ways and Means Committee that American flax stI·aw is no good. 

Now, in the name of the tow . manufacturers, of commercial clubs, and 
the farmers of the Middle and Western States, from whom I have sub
mitted powers of attorney and thousands of signatures to the Ways 
and Means Committee, and who have addressed some direct to their 
Senators, I respectfully pray that the duty on tow of flax, or, as it 
sbould be, manufactured from the fiber of flax straw, should be re
stored as the Ways and Means Committee made it, to wit. $10 a. ton, 
that we may be able to continue our lawful business and buy the flax 
straw from the farme1·s, as we have done in the past, and not allow the 
foreigners, who pay no taxes,· to take the bread away from hundreds of 
thousands of worthy farmers and the small tow mills. 

Think of the farmei:s who now believe that they are the scapegoats, 
almost everything they produce being on the free list, when labor is 
from two to four times as much in this country as it is in Canada, 
Russia, and other foreign countries. 

For years the poor farmers and the middle-class farmeri!I have paid 
for theit· clothing and the clothing of their wives and children out of 
the money they receive for their flax straw, and by putting tow on the 
free list, together with flax straw, that will all be done away with, and 
the many tow mills in Ohio, Michigan, Iowa, Wisconsin, Minnesota, and 
the Dakotas will have to go out of business absolutely. 

Mr. Senator, this is no trust or trust combination who are praying 
for just red1·ess and for duty on flax tow of $10, as the Ways and 
l\Ie:llls Committee made it, and. if possible, a duty on flax straw as it 
was in the previous tariff, but it is the hundreds of thousands of farm
ers who need the income on the sale of flax straw and the making of 
tow, for, as I said, most of the tow mills are owned by farmers them
selves, and are small matters, and the best is not worth more than 
about $8,000. 

Be just, gentlemen; be just to the farmers; for if the farmer is sup
pressed the whole- country will suffer. 

Yours, very truly, 
N. R. BLEHDON, 

For himself, and t·epresenting by poioers of attorney 
and free of charge the tow manttfacturers of the 
United States, commercial clubs, and thousands 
of farmers, as per e?;idence sulmiitted to the 
Ways and Means Committee January 24 and ~5, 
1.fJ1S. 

Mr. l\f cCUMBER. Mr. President, this letter, I believe, was 
addressed to the chairman of the Finance Committee. It asks 
a very candid question of thP. chairman. I think another letter, 
a subsequent one, which I have from l\Ir. Blehdon, indicates 
that the chairman of the Finance Committee failed to answer 
that question, undoubtedly because he was overworked at the 
time, or perhaps because he desired to reserve his answer until 
he would be able to make it in the Senate. 

The question which is asked is this: If there are about 
3,000,000 tons of flax straw produced in the United States, and 
only about 800,000 tons used, and the balance of it is bumed 
and destroyed because it is valueless, why does the Senator 
desire to put flax straw itself upon the free list? 

I presume the question has in mind this p·roposition: If flax 
straw is so cheap that it hardly pays the American farmer to 
haul it to the mills, so that he must burn two-thirds of his 
product, why should the Senator ask that we haye cheaper 
flax straw? 

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President, of course I do not recall this 
particular letter. I suppose I had many thousand letters of 
that sort; and I could not undertake to answer all the questions 
about the tariff that might be asked me by correspondents. 

l\lr. McCUl\IBER. I appreciate that. 
.Mr. SBIMONS. If I understand the Senator, he says that 

because we have more straw in this country than we have any 
use for, and have to burn it, therefore there ought to be a 
duty on straw. Let me tell the Senn.tor, in the first place, that 
I ha rn examined both the Statistical Abstract of the ·united 
States and the Yearbook. I find from both of them that while 
they girn a statement as to the amount of flaxseed produced 
in tllis country and the amount of flax straw produced in other 
countries, they do not giye any statement as to the amount of 

flax straw produced in this country. I suppo. e that is becau ·e 
flax straw in this counhT, as a rule, is about like rice straw 
and wheat straw and oat stran·; it has practically no Yalue. 

l\fr. 1\fcCUMBER. I assume, lloweYer that those who are 
engaged in the manufacture of this article h:rre made a compu
tation in this way: Knowing about how ll!any tons it woul<l 
take to produce a giyen number of bushels, they can therefore 
arriYe approximately at the amount. 

l\fr. SIMl\IONS. I think, as a matter of fact, to be yery 
frank-and I think the Senator will agree with me about thi ·
flax is produced in this country not for the strnw but for the 
seed. All of the reports gile the amount of flaxseed · produced in 
this country and none the amount of flax straw produced in tllis 
country. 

Mr. President, I can not think the Senator from North Dakota 
really believes there is any necessity for a duty upon flax straw 
produced in this country, for purposes of protection, from hi 
own standpoint. Surely up to this time, if the records of th~ 
department are worth anything at all, there has been no impor
tation of this kind of flax straw. 

l\fr. McCUMBER. But the Senator must remember the rea
son for it. 

l\Ir. Sil\11\fONS. There has been no importation of hackled 
flax made from this kind of straw. A little while ago I sug
gested to the Senator that on account of the light character of 
this straw it could not be profitably imported into this country 
from any foreign country; that the freight rates made that 
impossible, and prohibited its importation here. The Senator 
answered me by saying that it was not the straw about which 
he was talking so much, but it was the hackled straw about 
which he was talking; and he sugge ted that while the straw 
itself was worth only about $3 or $3.50 a ton, the hackled straw 
was worth $18 a ton, and that that was of sufficient yalue to 
justify the payment of the freight rates from a foreign country 
into this country. 

I think the Senator is mistaken about that. But, however 
that may be, the records show conclusiYely that neither has any 
part of this particular straw been imported into this country, 
nor has any hackled flax made from that straw been imported 
into this country. 

Let me rearl to the Senator from the official record of im
ports entered for consumption during the year 1912, under the 
head of "Flax straw." The unit value of the straw imported 
into this country in that year was $40.98, and only 170 tons 
were imported; so that none of this straw worth $3 a ton was . 
imported. Now let us see if any of the hackled product of flax 
made of this st.raw was imported. The Senator says it is 
worth $18 a ton. The unit nlue of the tow of flax imported 
into this country in that year was $180 ·; so it could not have 
been the tow made of this straw. The unit ml ue of the hackled 
flax imported into this counh·y in that year was $606.56; so 
it could not have been the $18 product which be says is pro
duced from this $3 straw. The unit Yalue of the flax not 
hackled imported into this country in that year was $310.71. 
So it is demonstrated by these figures that there has not been 
imported into this country up to this time any of this straw, nor 
any of the hackled flax produced from this straw. 

1\fr. McCUMBER. What does the Senator conclude from 
that? 

Mr. SIMMONS. My conclu ion is that it does not need any 
protection, because none is being imported; and because, as I 
have argued before, the freight rates uoon the straw itself 
worth only $3 a ton are prohibitive, and the freight rates upou 

. the hackled product worth $18 a ton are likewise prohibith-e. 
l\fr. l\fcCU~fBER. The Senator has forgotten to mention the 

fact that there has been practically a prohibitive tariff, and 
that is the reason it has not been imported. If the straw itself 
is worth only ·3 to $3.50 a ton, and there is a duty of $5 a ton, 
it naturally follows that there would not be any imported. If 
the hackled straw is worth only about $18 to $20 a ton, and 
there is a duty of $20 per ton, it naturally follows that there 
would not be any imported. But if you take off the $5 a ton 
on the straw and take off the $20 a ton on the hackled straw 
you will find then that it will come in, and it will supplant our ; 
product in the American market. That is all there is to that 
argument. 

Mr. Sll\U!ONS. Tbe Senator can make that argument if he i 
wishes, but I doubt yery much whether the Senator believes 
that would follow. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I did not quite understand the Senator . 
l\fr . SIM.MONS. I say the Senator can make that argument 

if he desires; but as I have read, a part of this very product l 
imported last year bore a duty of $22.40 and another part bore ' 
a d uty of $67.20. ' 
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Mr. l\lcCUl\IBER. I am assuming that there have been no 

importations whatever of any particular value. 
1\Ir. SIMMONS. The Senator is making the argument, then, 

that while there have been no imports of this $3 product and 
no imports of this $18 product, when we put it on the free list 
there will be imports of it? 

1\lr. McCUMBER. Why, certainly. When there is a pro
hibitive duty there will not be any importation. 

l\1r. SIM1\10NS. The Senator is talking about a product 
when he knows the freight rate upon that product is as high 
as the freight rate upon hay or the freight rate upon any of 
the very bulky products. 

l\1r. McCUMBER. The Senator is certainly mistaken about 
that. _ 

Mr. Sil\11\IONS. Does the Senator believe for a moment that 
a product that a farmer can not afford to haul with his mules 
and his team for 12 miles on account of its small value, worth 
hardly as much as a cord of wood in my country, could, if we 
put it on the free list, be brought to- this country from Russia, 
occupying in the ship upon which it is brought a space prob
fl.bly equal to that which would be occupied by a product worth 
ten or twenty times as much? 

l\Ir. McCUMBER. Certainly not, and I never have claimed 
anything so ridiculous as that. But the Senator will insist 
upon ignoring the fact that we may bring in from Russia the 
product of the tow itself. Nobody claims that you can afford 
to bring straw from Russia. The very fact that you can not 
ship across the country a carload of potatoes does not estab
lish the fact that you can not ship across the country the 
starch that would be produced from those potatoes. There is no 
danger of shipping any straw from the Canadian Korthwest to 
New York any more than there is danger of our shipping straw 
from the Dakotas to New York. But we can ship the hackled 
product to advantage. 

1\fr. SIJ\fMONS. But you have not done so. 
1\Ir. McCUMBER. If I stated that it was $18 or $20 a ton, 

I probably should haye said that it costs from $18 to $20 a ton 
for the hackling process, and therefore it would make the value, 
we will say, from $21 to $23 a ton. They can afford to ship 
that, because it is Yery heavy, because it is baled, and because it 
occupies but a small space as compared with the straw itself. 
But destroy the mill and you have no market for it. 

So th~re is no necessity whatever, when you get right down to 
your real argument, for taking the tariff off the straw. The 
only argument you can make at all is that it does not make any 
difference whether you have a tariff on it or not; but when you 
come to the hackling process, you can not e-ven make that excuse. 
You have simply got to make the excuse that you want to 
i·educe the price of the hackled product of this short-fibered 
straw for the benefit of some one and to the detriment of the 
American farmer. When we ask who that some one is who is 
to receive a benefit from it, we are led directly up to the manu
facturer of refrigerating cars and upholstered car seats. They 
nrr.: the only ones who are to receive a benefit. 

hlr. President, Mr. Blehdon has been very insistent, and 
undoubtedly feels-and I feel he is correct in it-that his 
business is being entirely destroyed. He has an interest in and 
represents mills all over the Northwest. He declares that those 
mills will close upon a free hackled product. I submit the last 
letter from him upon that subject, and I ask that it may be read. 

Mr. STONE. How long is it? 
Mr. WILLIAMS. Unless the Senator has some particular 

reason for having it read, would he not just as soon let it go 
into the RECORD? 

Mr. McCUMBER. This is the last one, and I have a par
ticular reason for having it read. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. It is nearly 6 o'clock, and we have spent 
the whole day practically on hackled straw. An executive seS
sion will be desired in a few minutes. Unless there is ' some 
particular reason why--

1\fr. McCUMBER. I will say to the Senator it can be read 
in the morning, if they want to go into executive session now. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Let it be read now, if the Senator is not 
willing to let it go into the RECORD without having been read. 

l\Ir. SIMMONS. Yes; let it be read now. 
Mr. STONE. What particular reason has the Senator for 

desiring that the time of the Senate shall be taken up by the 
reading of the letter? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. It is not an argument. It is a--
Mr. McCUMBER. I will read it myself if the Senator desires 

me to do so, but I thought the Seci·etary had better read it. 
Mr. STONE. No, not that; but why does the Senator wish 

to take the time of the Senate in having a letter of that kind 
read that nobody will listen to? 

L--224 

Mr. McCUMBER. I am sorry, but I have not seen the Sen
ator listening t o any argument I do not see that that makes 
much difference. · 

Mr. STONE. We have had the argument made by this same 
man presented by the Senator two or three times here this 
afternoon. 

Mr. McCUl\IBER. This is a new argument. It will be yecy 
instructi -ve to the Senate. 

Mr. STO:NE. Does the writer of the letter change his argu
ment from day to day? 

Mr. l\fcCUMBER. This is a very good letter. I think the 
Senator ought to listen to this one. 

Mr. STONE. If the Senator merely wishes to kill time, all 
rjght. 

Mr. l\fcCUMBER. Not by any means. I haye not taken much 
t ime in the last four weeks. 

Mr. STONE. No; the Senator has not been here. He is 
malting up now for lost time. 

Mr. McCUl\IBER. Then the Senator must excuse me for 
taking a little time in a matter that so affects my own con
stituents. 

1\fr. WILLIAMS. I do not want the Senator to feel that we 
object to the time he has taken; we are delighted to listen to 
any argument from the Senator, but these are not arguments 
from the Senator or from any Senator. These are letters from 
somebody never elected to this body, and we could get the en
lightenment in them just as well from the RECORD. I would be 
willing to sit here six hours and listen to the Senator from 
North Dakota-I like to hear him-but it did strike me thut 
these other people who were getting before the Senate might 
be willing to have their statements go into the RECORD without 
reading. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I try !lot to abuse the courtesy of the Sen
ate in taking too much time in the presentation of any matter. 

1\fr. WILLIAMS. I do not object to any time the Senator 
himself takes. · 6 

Mr. McCUMBER. I feel, however, that this letter is quite 
instructive upon several points . . I am perfectly willing to allow 
the matter to go over until to-morrow, because I will not com
plete what I have to say to-day. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I would rather, if the letter is to be read, 
that it should be read to-day; and I would rather that this para
graph should be finished to-day. 

Mr. McCUMBER. It will take some time to finish it. 
Mr. STO~'E. I think it ought to be read. Evidently it is 

from a very great and wise man, who has been piling his letters 
one on top of another into the RECORD. I can not for one moment 
make the least objection to haYing the Senator from North 
Dakota not only put into the RECORD but read for the informa
tion of the Senate communications from a man upon whose 
judgment he so implicitly relies. Let us have the letter read. 

Mr. PENROSE. We can not finish this schedule to-day. It 
is just a question whether it shall be read now or to-morrow. 

l\lr. l\IcCUMBER. The Senator from Missouri has grown 
very generous in the last minute. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I hope the Senator from Pennsylrnnia will 
agree that the letter may be read now. 

Mr. PENROSE. Let us have an executive session. 
Mr. SIMMONS. I shall not ask to keep the bill before the 

Senate any longer to-day after the letter has been read. 
Mr. l\IcCUMBER. The reading of the letter could have been 

completed while we have been arguing whether it should be 
read. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the letter. 
The Secretary read as follows : 

BGFF.\LO, N. Y., June 24, 1913. 
Hon. OSCAR w. UNDERWOOD, 

House of Representatives, Washington, D. O. 
DEAR Srn: I would have come down to Washington were it not that 

I have been suffering very much from one of my ancient attacks of 
neuritis, for I would have liked to have a personal talk or interview 
with you, who were kind enough to grant one to me when I was in 
Washington in January, introduced to you by Mr. CHARLES BENNETT 
SMITH. 

I then appeared before your committee with signatures and creden
tials from thousands of farmers as the representative, without pay and 
without any remuneration whatsoever, of all the tow manufacturers 
except one: 
. The .Union Fiber Co., at Winona, Minn. ; 4twood-Stone Co., Minneapo

lis, Mrnn.; Brady Tow Co., Wheaton, Mmn.; J . W. Keogh & Co., 
Chicago, Ill., and St. Paul, Minn.; Andrew Thompson, Kensal, N. Dak.; 
Davis & Co., Reynolds, N. Dak.; Western Textile Co., Decorah, Iowa; 
G. W. W. Harden, Le Roy, Minn.; Wm. Salen & Co., West Salem, Ohio; 
Ashland Flax Mill Co .. Ashland, Ohio; New London Tow Mill, New 
London. Ohio; Naperville Lounge Co., Naperville, Ill. ; and many other 

• tow mills distributed in Ohio, Michigan, Wisconsin, Iowa, Minnesota, 
North and South Dakota, wherever flax is raised, for the product is 
called by the farmers throughout the United States " flax." -
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I 
sioners of O~n.nogan County, Wa:sh., to construct, maintain, and : 
operate a bndge across the Okanogan Ri"ver at or near the town 
of Malott." 

I respectfuny re:fer you to tbe Payne tarif!, Schedule J. The -OutY· on . 
fia.x straw then was $5 a ton, and on fiax tow, or tow of flax, or tow 
of flax straw, as it is called, the duty was $20 a ton. 

Your committee transferred flax . straw onto the free list and flax 
tow yon cut 50 per cent and made it $10 a ton. 

Under this duty the tow manufa,cturers would ~ .able to buy the 
farmers' flax straw, the farmers receiving from $3 to $9 a ton for their 
straw, according to quality in the different States where it i'S Taised. 

It ne€ds fr<>m 2~ to G tons. of flax straw to mak~ a ton -of common 
tow up to the finest tow, and of which there is used in the United 
States several hundred thousand tons for upholstering of all kinds of 
furniture, and it is furthermore used, after being thoroughly broken 
and the woody part of the stalk worked out, and after it is ehemically 
prepared so that it will not rot. for lining refrigerator cars instead of 
cork or cattle hair, whicl) in time rots and smells badly in the cars. 

In order to make the tow the farmers bring the flax straw to the 
mill, where it is stacked, a.nd th.en it goes through corrugated steel 
brakes, steel pickers, steel shakers, and the mills are run by steam 
and electricity. To make a ton of the better and best ,grades ot tow 
co.ts up to $20. . 

The mills themselves are not expensive concerns, none of them costing 
more than about from 5,000 to the highest, $10,000, and are, to a 
large extent, owned by some farmers themselves. 

Some farmers haT"e 25 tons of straw for sale, some 50, 'SOme 100, and 
up to 500 tons a sea.son, and every farmer in the Northwest raises 
flax straw, and when they bring it to the mills, or bale and ship the 
fia.x straw to the mills. after the flax straw has been thrashed, which 
means to have the seed thrashed out-and which is sold to oil manu
facturers-they receive cash for. 

Now, the money the farmers derive and have derived for years back 
from the sale of fiax straw goes in ninety cases out of a hundred to the 
wife of the farmer, who bllJS the clothing and every family necessity out 
of that money. 

If, therefore, the tow manufacturers and the refrigeratoT car-lining 
manufacturers were unable to buy the hundreds of thousands of tons 
of straw from tbe !aJ.•mers it would be a tremendous loss j:o hundreds of 
thousands of farmers in the Middle States, West, and Northwest, and, 
Mr. UNDRRWOOD, if the party you so ably rep1-esent and in whom the 
business people of the United States confided and set a tremend.-ous 
trust-and this is no flattery, but fact-would depri've the furmers of 
the sale of their flax straw, th~ farmers. I am sure, would believe them
selves deeply and justly injured in the loss of their lawful income. 

The farmers in general believe that they have been treated very bard 
or hai-sb, most everything they iiroduce being on the free list. 

1f tow for upholstering and for refrigerator-car linings and for the 
. producti<>n of wrapping and other paper, which enterprise was just 

st8.rted Q short time ago, encouraged by the United States Agricultural 
D~artment, was put on the free list Canada, which pays half the 
wages ,-ve do, and Russia, which pays one-fourth the wages we do. would 
'flood this country with tow, for the f-reigbt is very eheap, and I swear 
to you upon my 'honor that not a tow mill eould exist and the farmers 
would lose one of their best lncomes. 

Your committee bas done fair and straight and have doubtless con
sidered that the poor hard working farmers do not combine and have 
million-dolla1· trusts, as the twine ma.nnfuctm:ers and the thread manu
facturers. Fo1· instance, the Barbour or .similar concerns who -petitioned 
your honorable committee to fr~ flax straw and free fiax, unhackled 
and hackled, but you did justice all around, beeause you and your 
committee understood the conditions and saved the fat•mers, and let 
me tell you that the United. States raises some splendid flax for spin
ning-, after retied. hackled. and scutched, but this will all have to go 
up if the flax prodnet remains on the free list. 

What does the Barboru· company or toose millionaire concerns, wb-0 
make binder twine, rope, and twine, care for the ffil•mer as long as they 
reap their millions, and I assure you they will not pay more wages to 
the laboring men or poor little women who work in their factories with 
their hair tied up in kerchiefs that they do not fall victims of the ma
chipe and get their tremendous wages of about 4 or $5 a week, and 
mo tly less, as the girls in other spinning factories a.nd collar factories 
1·eceive-starvatlon wages-when the owners themselves llve in royal-

. like palaces. 
The farmers can not believe. and we tow manufacturers can not be

lieve, that the Senate Finance Committee and the caucus are posted about 
the flax business and the manufacture of flax and fiax straw or they 
would certainly not take the bread of life away from the farmers and 
those connected with them by putting manufactured tow and flax on 
tbe free list. 

Do not say, Mr. u.-nERwoon, honorable sir, that the matter is out of 
your bands, for it ls still in your hands, even should it come to the 
time when the final Senate and House committee win meet for 'final 
arrangements. . 

I received within the last three days up to this writing 46 telegrams 
from the farmers in the West and Northwest. n.nd the commercial clubs 
have tu.ken action themselves, and I have written a letter to the Hon. 
F. l\IcL. Snn.IO!'i'S, chairman Committee on Finance. 

The farmers can not send expensive lawyers to appear before your 
committees. and I have found out during my two week.s' .stay in Wash
ington at the time of the Ways and Means Committee hearing that paid 
lawyers will do no good, for we were all convinced that if the matter is 
brought before tho committee justice will be done, and- that is all we 
pray for and expect. . · 

Again I say, honorable sir, do not say that the matter is out of your 
hands. for it will come back to your hands, and as you understand the 
conditions I, as the unpaid representative of the West and Northwestern 
farmers and tow manufacturers, lay the matter most respectfully before 
you. 

I have the honor to be, 
Yours, very truly, V. R. BLEHDON. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I ask that the bill be laid aside for the day. 
OKANOGAN RITER BRIDGE, W ASHTNGTON, 

The VICE PRESIDENT la.id before the S-enate the amend
ments of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 1353} to 
authorize the board of county commissioners of Okanogan 
County, Wash., to construct and .maintain a bridge acr-0ss the 
Okanogan Ri>er at or near the town of Malott. which ~ere, on 
page 1, line 9, after " Reservation,'' to strike out the period and 
insert a comma ; on page 1. line 9, after "Reservation," t-0 strike 
out "Said bridge shall be constructed"~ and to amend the title 
so as to read: "An act to authorize the board of county commis-

Mr. JONES. I mo\e that the Senate eoncur in the amcnd
m-ents of the House of Representatives. 

The motion was agreed to. 
JOINT COMM.IS.SION TO INVESTIGATE INDI.A.N AFFAIRS. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. In accordance with the IJrovisions 
of the act entitled "An act making appropriations for the cur
rent and conting~t expenses of the Bureau of Indian Affairs 
for fulfilling treaty stipulations with the various Indian tribes: 
and f-Or other purposes, for the fiseal year ending June 30, 1914," 
approved June 30, 1913, the Chair appoints Mr. ROBINSON, .l\fr .. 
LANE, and l\lr. TOWNSEND members -0n the part -of the Senate of 
the joint ·commission to investigate Indian affairs. 

COMliISST-ON TO I~STIG.A'TE TUBERCULOSIS .A.MONG INDIANS. 

1\Ir. STONE. In accordance with the provisions of the act 
entitled uA11 act making appropriations for the -current and con
tingent expenses of the Bureau of Indian Affairs for fulfillin"' 
treaty stipulations with the \'arious Indian tribes,' and for othe~ 
purposes, for the fiscal year ending .;June 30, 1.914," appro>ed 
.June 30, 1913, the chairman -0f the Committee on Indian .Affairs 
appoints 1\Ir. ROBINSON and l\lr. TOWNSEND .as members on the 
part of the Senate <>f tlie commissi-On to investigate the question 
of tuberculosis among the Indians in -connection with an lnquiry 
int? th~ necessity and fe3Sibility of establishing, equipping, :ind 
mamtaming a tuberculosis sanitarium in New Mexco, and to 
inquire into the necessity and feasibility of p1·ocuring im
pounded waters for the Yakima Indian Reservation. 

HOUSE .BILLS REFERJlED. 

The following bills were sev-eraliy read twice by their titles 
and referred to the Committee on Commerce: 

H. R. 1681 . .An act to ~ extend the time for construding a 
bridge across tl1e Red Lake River in township 153 north, il'nnge 
40 west, in Red Lake County, Minn.; 

H. R.1985. An act to authorize th-e county of Aitkin, Minn., 
to construct a bridge across the Mississippi River in Aitkin 
County, Minn.; 

H. R. 34-06. An ad to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the Sabin~ River at -Ornnge. ·Tex.; 

H. R. 5891. An act authorizing the construction of a bridge 
across White Rh-er at Newport, Ark.; 

H. R. 6378. An net to authorize Robert W. Buskirk, of Jtbte
wan, W. Va., to bridge tlle Tug Fork of the Big Sandy Ri•er, 
where the same forms the boundary line between the States of 
West Virgjnia and Kentucky; ahd 

H. R. 6582. An act to authorize the city of Fairmont to con
struct and operate a bridge across the Monongahela River at 
OT near the city of Fairmont, in the State of West Virginia. 

..EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

:Mr. BACON. I mo•e that the Senate proeood to the considera
tion of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to, and the Seruite proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. .After 5 minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 6 o'clock 
and 17 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjournoo until to-morrow, 
Thursday, August .21, 1913, .at 11 o'clock a. m . 

NOMINATIONS. 
Executire nominations t·eceivea by the .Senate .Aicgu t 20, 1913. 

SECRETARY OF EMBASSY. 

Edward Bell, of New York, now on duty in the Department 
of State, to be second secretary of the Embassy of the United 
States -Of America at London. England, vice William P. Cresson, 
appointed secretary of the legation a.t Quito. 

GOVERNOR GENERAL OF THE PIIILIPPINE ISLANDS. 

Francis Burton Harrison, -Of New York, to be Governor Gen
eral of the Philippine Islands, vice W. Cameron Forbes, re
signed. 

CONFIRMATIONS. 
Ea:ecutive nomina.tions oonfini'i'ed 7Jy the Senate A.uuust ZO, 1919. 

l\fINISTER. 

William J. Price to be envoy extraordinary and mjnister 
plenipotentiary to Panama. · 

PROMOTIONS IN THE NA VY. 

First Lieut Russell H. Davis to be an assistant quartermaster 
1n the Marine Corps with the rank of captain. 

Lieut. Wilfred E. Clarke to be· a lieutenant. 
Lieut. Robert V. Lowe to be a lieutenant·. 
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Lieut. (Junior Grade) Claude A. Bom·illian-to be u lieutenant. 
The following-named ensigns to be lieutenants (junior gr:ul~) : 
Edwi,n Guthrie. 
Frederic T. Van Auken. 
1Yilliam A. Hodgman. 

POSTMASTERS. 

CONNECTICUT. 
Tllomas J. Sullivan, Baltic. 

INDIANA. 

L1oyd W. Dunlap, Mentone. 
NEW JERSEY. 

Tllomas C. Birtwhistle, Englewood. 
PENNSYL VA.NJ A. 

James H. Alcorn, Waterford. 
Oscar E. Letteer, Berwick. 

VIRGINIA. 

W. R. Rogers, Crewe. 

SENATE. 
THURSDAY, A'llgust ~1, 1913. 

adherence to the doctrine laid down by President .Jackson, who said 
that this power could not be delegated to corporations or to individuals. 
'£he Democratic Party has always recognized this policy and it bas 
often made the demand that all paper which is made a legal tender 
for public and private debts 01.· which is receivable for dues to the 
United States should be issued by the United States Government. We 
are therefore opposed to the enactment of any currency measure which 
aims to discredit the sovereign right of the National Government to 
issue all money, whethe1· of coin or paper, and to delegate this powe1· 
to a Federal reser>e board as is contemplated by the Glass-Owen cur
rency bill. 

At a meeting of the Democratic county central committee of Cuming 
County. Nebr .. held on the 7th day of Augu ·t, 1913, the abo•e resolu-
tion \Yas adopted by a motion duly made, seconded, and carried. . 

WILLIA:.\1 A. SMITil, 
Clwirman of the Committee. 

l:IGGO M. NICHOLSOX, 
Secretary of the Committee. 

:Mr. PERKI.:\'S presented petitions signed by sundry citizens 
of Norwalk, Anaheim, Artesia, Santa Ana, Whittier, and Comp
ton, all in the State of California, praying for the adopUon of 
the proposed fa.riff referendum, which were ordered to lie on 
the table. 

Mr. O'GORMAN presented sundry petitions of citizens of 
Poughkeepsie, Nyack, Saratog:i Springs, and Ithaca; of the 
Woman Suffrage Study Club of .i:~ew York City, the Political 
Equality Club of War aw, the 'Voman's Political :Union .of 
Nyack, and of the Cornell Equal Suffrage Club. all in the 

Tlle Senate met at 11 o'clock a. m. 
·Prayer by Rev. Zed H. Copp, of the city of Plliladelphia. 
Tlle Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and appro-rnd. 

' State of New York, praying for the adoption of an amend
ment to the Constitution granting the right of suffrage to 
women, whic11 were ordered to lie on the table. 

CALLING OF THE ROLL. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I really believe we ought to 
ha·rn u quorum in the Senate to-day, and I suggest the ab ence 
of a. quorum at this time. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll. 
The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators 

answered to their names : 
Ashurst Gronna Nelson 
Bacon Hitchcock Norris 
Bankhead Hollis Overman 
Bradley Hughes Page 
Brady James Penrose 
Brandegee Jones Perkins 
Bristow Kenyon Pittman 
Bryan Kern Pomerene 
Catron La Follette Robinson 
Chamberlain Lane Saulsbury 
Chilton Lea Sha froth 
Clark, Wyo. Lippitt Sheppard 
Colt Lodge Sherman 
Fall Mccumber Simmons 
Fletcher Martin, Va. Smith, Ariz. 
Gallinger Martine, N . .J. Smith, Ga. 

Smith, S. C . . 
Smoot 
Sterling 
Stone 
Sutherland 
Swanson 
Thomas 
Thompson 
Thornton 
Townsend 
Vardaman 
Walsh , 
Warren 
Williams 

..... 

l\Ir. SHEPPARD. My coJJeague [l\Ir. CULBERSON] is un:n·oid
ably absent. He is Ilaired with the Senator from . Delaware 
[l\Ir. ou Po T]. I will let this announcement stand for the clay. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will take occasion to announce the un
a"Voidable absence of the junior Senator from l\Iaine [l\Ir. BUR
LEIGH] on account of illness. 

l\Ir. S:~IOOT. I desire to announce that the junior Senator 
from Wisconsin [l\Ir. STEPHENSON] and the senior Senator from 
Delaware [Ur. DU PONT] are absent from the city on account of 
illne~ . · 

The YICE PRESIDENT. Sixty-two Senators hu"Ve answered 
to their names. There is a quorum present. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 
l\lr. HITCHCOCK. I present a resolution adopted at a 

meeting of the Democratic county central committee of Cuming 
County, Nebr., remonstrating against the Owen-Glass currency 
bill. The resolution is short, and I ask that it be printed in 
the RECORD and referred to the Committee on Banking ::tnd 
Currency. 

There being no objection, the resolution was referred to the 
Committee on Banking and Currency and ordered to be printed 
in tlle RECORD, as follow : 
Whereas there is now pending before Congress a currency measure 

known as the Gia s-Owen currency bill-
Now, therefore, we, tbe Democratic county central committee of 

Cuming County, Nebr., belie>ing that such currency bill is in many of 
'its features undemocratic and undesirable, do hereby resolve that we 
deem it for the best intc1·ests of the country that such bill be rejectedi 
and we do hereby request our Representatives in Congress to use al 
honorable means to defeat the bill; be it further 

Resoli:ed, That in the opinion of this committee the proposed meas
ure, instead of proYiding for an expanding and flexible currency ade
quate to c:ll'e fol" the business demands of the whole country at all · 
times, unwarrantabl.,-. reduces tbe power and limit the ability of the 
bank in the agriculturnl communities of the country to fUl·nish the 
credit needed du1·ing the period of crop moving; be it further 

Resoll'cd, That in om· opinion the money question is paramount to 
all others at all times, and we belie>e that legislation · touching so 
vital n subject should have the most careful consideration; and be it 
further 

Resoli•ed, Tllat we affirm it to be our belief that Congress alone 
should ha>c the power to coin and issue money. 4 We declare our 

LANDS FOR RESERVOIR P'GRPOSES.-

1\Ir. STERLING, from the Committee on Public Lands, to 
which was referred the bill (S. 1784) restoring to the public 
domain certain lands heretofore reser-red for reserrnir pur
poses at the headwaters of the Mississippi River and tribu
taries. reported it without amendment and submitted a report 
(No. 104) tllereon. 

BILLS AND JOINT RE OLUTIONS I TROD'GCED. 

Bills and joint reQolutions were introduced, read the first 
time, and, by unanimous consent, the second time, and re
ferred as follows : 

By Mr. GALLINGER: 
.A bill (S. 3017) designating certain lands as an addition to 

the Capitol Grounds, and establishing the Capitol Park; to 
the Committee on the Library. · 

By l\Ir. NORRIS : 
.A bill ( S. 3018) for the relief of Elizabeth B. Sarson: and 
.A bill ( S. 3019) for (he relief of the estate of James H. 

Patterson; to the Committee on Claims. 
By Mr. BANKHEAD : 
A bill ( S. 3020) for the relief of the- estate of John H. 

Wisdom, deceased; to the C-Ommittee on Claims. 
By l\fr. TILLl\-1.A...~: 
A joint re olution (S. J. Iles. 66) pro-riding for a second 

edition of the Congres ional Directory for the first session of 
the Sixty-third Congress (with accompanying paper) ; to the 
Committee on Printing. 

By l\fr. BA.i"'\TKHEAD: 
A joint resolution ( S. J. Res. G7) appropriating $150,000 for 

the improvement of the Tennessee River (with accompanying .. 
paper); to the Committee on Commerce. 

AMENDl:lE T TO THE _TARIFF BILL. 

Mr. CATRON submitted an amendment intended to be pro
posed by him to the bill ( H. R. 3321) to reduce tariff duties 
and to provide re"Venue for the Government, and for other 
purposes, which was ordered to lie on the table and be printed. 

AFFAIRS IN MEXICO. 

l\Ir. PEl\"'ROSE. Mr. President. I offer a. resolution whicll I 
should like to have read and He on the table. 

The V'"'ICW PRESIDEN'l\ Tl.le Senator from Pennsyl"Vania 
submits a resolution, which will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution ( S. Res. 167), as follows : 
Resoli:ea, That the Senate recognizes that it has been the policy of 

the nited States to maintain the Monroe doctrine throughout the 
Western Hemisphere, and that the United States ncknowledges its re
spon ibility under the Monroe doctrine; th'lt tbcrc exists in the Re
public of Mexico a condition of internal warfare and lawlessnes3, and 
that a continuation of these present conditio:::is, accompanied by the 
destrnction of property, may involve international complications and 
intervention by European nations. 

Resoli:eil, That it is believed by the Senate that it is the fir t duty 
of 1he Government :>f the United States to protect the llve and prop
erty of its citizens at home and abroad, and that such protection in 
the Republic of Mexico will lessen the prnaiEng lawlessness and 
'destruction of lives and property, and the danger and complications 
that might arise from European intervention in the Republic of 
Mexico. 

Resolved, That in the opinion of the Senate it is not the policy of 
ibe Government of the United States to recognize, a.id . or assist any 
faction or factions in the Republic of Mexico. 
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